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Editorial 


NCLC Goes Berserk! 


The National Caucus of Labor Committees 
(NCLC), a petty bourgeois personality 
cult formed around the mad hatter of 
the American socialist left, one Lyn 
Marcus, has finally gone off the deep 
end. The NCLC has embarked on what it 
calls "Operation Mop Up." Through 
"Operation Mop Up" the Communist Party 
and anyone else who defends it (prin- 
cipally the Socialist Workers Party) 
is supposed to get mopped up by the 
NCLC. Actually it is the CP and the 
_SWP who have been doing the mopping 
with the NCLC getting the worst of 
their own assaults. 

The NCLC attacks stem from two basic 
flaws in the NCLC: 1) the NCLC has for 
some time tried in vain to form united 
fronts with the CP on every issue im- 
aginable; 2) the NCLC sees the United 
States in the midst of a great depres-~ 
sion and also sees a revolution in 5 
years (6 at the latest), therefore the 
CP must be removed from the scene (phy- 
sically) by any means necessary. 

Having constantly harangued the CP 
with its demands for united front ac- 
tion and fretting no response, Marcus 
and his NCLC followers came to the con- 
clusion that the reason must be that 
the CP is a political corpse (other- 
wise it would have responded, right?). 
Therefore the NCLC volunteered for 
the job of maid-undertaker of the left 
and offered to mop up the CP "for the 
American working class (for itself). 

As a result of "Operation Mop Up” 
the NCLC has made several physical as- 
saults on the CP and the SWP in New 
York, Philadelphia and Detroit. In 
most of these assaults the NCLC has 
been soundly defeated. Only in Phila- 
delphia has the CP been really injured. 


Since we see the Communist Party(USA) 
as a bourgeois party (it could not 
function significantly without the fin- 
anctal and organizational, not to men- 
tion political support of the Russian 
bourgeoisie: just as the Social-Demo- 
crats U.S.A. could not function without 
the material aid of the American bour- 
geoisie) we neither condemn nor condone 
the NCLC attacks on the CP. However, 
it is our opinion that the only way to 
break workers who support the CP from 
continuing to support the CP, just as 
the only way to break workers from sup- 
port to the Democratic Party, is by pol 
itically winning the workers to a rev~- 
olutionary Marxist program (which, of 
course, the NCLC does not have). 

We do feel, however, that the NCLC 
does represent a serious threat to demc 
cracy within the working class move- 
ment. The most serious indication of 
this is the fact that the NCLC does be- 
lieve that the CP is a working class 
tendency and carries out physical as~- 
saults on it anyway. This demonstrates 
the utter contempt which the Marcusites 
have for workers democracy and prole~ 
tarian morality. Like the "anti-Fascist 
Jewish Defense League which adopted the 
goon squad tactics and rabid national-- 
ism of the Fascists, the "anti-Stalinis 
NCLC adopts the same hooliganism and 
disdain for proletarian morality which 
have been the trademark of Stalinist 
functioning within the workers movemen‘ 

We completely condemn the NCLC threa‘ 
to bowl over anyone in the working 
class movement who gets in their way. 
We announce our readiness to partici- 
pate in joint defense of any meeting 
called by a working class tendency or 
a petty bourgeois socialist tendency 
(like the SWP). 

DOWN WITH GANGSTERISM IN THE WORKING 
CLASS MOVEMENT: 

LONG LIVE WORKERS' DEMOCRACY: 

LONG LIVE THE SOCIALIST REVOLUTION: 
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SOUTH ATrica 


Race War or Class War? 


ae Ron Albertson 


In February of this ‘year 
strikes were held in Dur- 
ban and other parts of 
South Africa. The strikes 


in Durban were initiated 
by mostly Black and some 
Asian workers in the 
brickworks. The brick- 
workers are reported to 
have won a 33% increase 
in their wages which 
means absolutely nothing 
considering they were on- 
ly making twelve dollars 
a week to begin with. 
They now are making 16 
dollars a week, The of- 
ficial poverty line set 
by the South African 
ruling class is 30 dol- 
lars a week. 

Strikes also spread to 
other industries such as 
textile plants, one of 
the city's largest bak- 
eries and some engineer- 
ing workshops. Municipal 
workers also joined in 
the strike later. The 
ruling class responded 
to the strikes by sending 
the police out to gas 
and beat striking workers. 


Since Blacks in Sovrh 
Africa are not allowed 
to belong to untons or 
have political parties, 
they could not prepare 
for a long hattle. Many 
workers had to return to 
work with meaningless 
wage increases hecause 
they were hunery. 
Aparthetd 

Blacks in South Africa 
(who make up the over- 
whelming majority of. the 
working class) have ab- 
solutely no rights today 
except to sell their la- 


bor power (as in all covn- 


tries today). The system 
called Aparthetd which 
South Africa lives under 
today was not simply 
created out of race hat- 
red as most hourgeois 
writers will have us 
think, hut is rather a 
well-planned system of 
oppression by the cani- 
talist class over the 
working class. 

Tn 1912 the “Natives 
Land Act™ was instituted 
to force Blacks to hecome 


ware earners. Under this 
act Rlacks were prohthit- 
ed from huving land out- 
side of the rovernment 
tribal reserves which con- 
stituted about 7% of South 
African. land. 

As time went on the rul- 
ing class. realized that: {it 
was creating a larre “nr- 
ban Rlack" worker commun- 
itv. These Blacks were 
able to live near the cf- 
ties and away from the 
tribal systems. The rul- 
ing class belteved that. a 
Rlack worker who lived ifn 
the jungle and whose only 
contact with modern, soct- 
ety was to work fn the | 
factories would not he as 
Aargerous as a wortine 
class comminity right in 
the eftyv which weuld 
sefftty he develonred in- 
to a mndern rroletartat. 
As we can see today, 
thouch, this has not 
worked, since once the 
workers (Rlack) have heen 
assimtlated into the econ- 
omy they are also put in- 
to that society. 
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Today Blacks in South 
Africa are not allowed 
into the cities unless 
they are spending money 
or working. Black work- 
ers have to live in 
camps outside the cities, 
A Black (almost synono- 
mous with worker in 
South Africa) living in 
these “urban areas" must 
under the "Bantu Urban 
Areas Consolidation Act" 
prove one of three 
things: 1) he was born in 
an urban area and has 
lived in ‘that same place 
all his life; 2) he has. 
worked for one employer | 
for 19 years in that 
area; or 3) he has lived 
in one place for 15 
years while being gain- 
fully and continuously 
employed, If a Black cat. 
not prove any of these 
things his passbook is 
endorsed and he is sent 
to the homeland of his 
tribe. Almost all ‘the 
workers are frightened 
of returning to their 
“tribal homelands" where 
the living conditions 
are worse than in the 
“urban areas." Usually 
the homelands are run by 
tribal chiefs controlled 
by the government. 

The passbooks previous- 
ly mentioned are the dog- 
tags which Blacks must 
carry. In them there 
must be a lodgers per- 
mit, an employer's sig- 
nature proving that the 
dearer is employed, and 
tax receipts. The em- 
ployer's signature must 
be renewed every month. 
Blacks must have these 
passbooks with them at 
all times. 

In most countries the 
tapitalists try to 
‘brainwash" the working 
‘lass into believing 

hat there is no compul- 
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sory labor, but in South 
Africa it is written 
right into the laws. 

As workers in South 
Africa become more mili- 
tant in their struggles 
with the bourgeoisie, the 
question will inevitably 
rise in many of their 
minds as to the nature of 
their oppression. They 
can see it along narrow 
nationalist lines such as 
"the whites must be re- 
moved from power" or 
they can develop a revo- 
lutionary consciousness 
which would allow them 
to see that their oppres- 
sion lies along class 
lines under capitalism. 

That's right. Capital- 
ism is the true origin 
of their oppression, not 
racism. Racism is only a 
method used by the bour- 
geoisie to divide the 
working class. Racism 
does not exist outside 
of capitalist and other 
previous forms of class 
society, such as feudal- 
ism. To understand the 
role of racism in South 
Africa, one must look at 
the history of South Af- 
rica. 


’ Rand Rebellton 


In 1911 racism had al- 
ready been developed. Un- 
der the "Mines and Works 
Act Blacks were not ai- 
lowed blasting certifi- 
cates, therefore, keep- 
ing them from advancing 
to the rank of miner. 
This does not mean, how- 
ever, that Blacks weren't 
doing miners' work any- 
way. Black-white ratios 
were frozen so that Black 
workers receiving lower 
wages would not replace 
white workers. In other 
words, for every 10 Black 
workers hired, a new 
white foreman was also 
to be hired. At first 


this policy was working 
well for the mine owners. 
It satisfied white work- 
ers while allowing the 
owners to use Black 
workers as superexploit- 
ed labor. At this time 
there were approximately 
25,000 white workers and 
25,000 Black workers. In 
an already outnumbered 
situation the bourgeoisie 
saw that white workers 
came in handy as junior 
partners. 

But in 1922 because of 
the anarchy of ‘capitalism 
the price of gold dropped 
rapidly. The ruling class 
decided they could not 
afford to pamver the 
white working class any 
longer. A plan was design- 
ed to use 2009 Black 
workers (at a superex- 
ploited wage rate) to re~. 
place white workers, in 
the mines. 

White workers reacted 
by calling a strike in 
Johannesburg. This strike 
took on a militant tone 
as strikers raided the 
mines, took over varts of 
Johannesburg ahd attacked 
Black workers who would 
not strike, Leaders of 
the strike which had turn- 
ed into a rebellion start- 
ed calling for a workers' 
republic (which they saw 
as a white Workers' repub- 
lic). Blinded by racism 
and isolated from the 
majority of the working 
class (t.e. Black workers) 
the rebellion was easily 
smashed by the boureeoi- 
sie. 240 were killed, 600 
wounded and some 4N00 
were arrested. 

Although the rebellion 
was handled easily, a cri- 
sis was at hand for the 
bourgeoisie. 

The ruling class was 
now faced with a restless 
section of the working 


class. Two strategies for 
the future were open: 1) 
To move against the rac- 
ist institutions and al- 
low for a larger labor 
market (and therefore a 
cheaper one), which at 
the time was not easily 
accessible because of 
white supremacy regula- 
tions. Moving :against 

the racist institutions 
had good short-term ef- 
fects for the bourgeoi- 
sie, but was not good as 
a long-term strategy. By 
putting the two sections 
of the working class to- 
gether, a class conscious- 
ness could more easily be 
develoned instead of a 
racial consciousness in 
the next struggle between 
the workers and the bour- 
geoisie. Faced with an 
already angry white 
working class the ruling 
class realized a united 
proletariat would surely 
create a dangerous situ-~ 
ation. 

2) The other strategy 
would be to strengthen 
racist institutions by 
creating a large Black 
labor market which would 
be bought at extremely 
low wages and pampering 
white workers by elevat- 
ing there wages well 
above those of the Black 
workers (or lifting them 
out of the working class 
altogether and placing 
them in middle class so- 
cial roles). This would 
bring a more stable fu- 
ture for the South Af- 
rican capitalists. 

The latter strategy was 
chosen and has now de~ 
veloped into what is now 
known as apartheid. But 
the police state now in 
existence was not always 
sO apparent. 

Sharpevi tlle 
Up until 1964 Blacks 


were still allowed pol- 
itical parties. In 1922 
the African National Con- 
gress, made un of petty- 
bourgeois Blacks and 
whites, launched the ‘'De- 
fiance Campaign” which 
was to protest against 
the racist policies be- 
ing instituted. The A.N.C. 
believed in pacifist-re- 
sistance (a ridiculously 
ambiguous term). The main 
thrust of the demonstra- 
tion was to get arrested 
by entering train sta- 
tions and sitting on 
benches marked "Whites 
Only.” Some 8000 were ar- 
rested in a five-month 
period and all the lead- 
ers were labelled "com- 
munists" and banned from 
politics. 

By 1960 a faction of 
the A.N.C. decided to 
take a more nationalist 
"Black Power" stand and 
called for another demon- 
stration to mark the 
white man's entrance in- 
to South Africa. One of 
the places demonstra- 
tions were held was in 
Sharpeville, where po- 
lice fired into a crowd, 
killing sixty-nine and 
wounding 180. 

At first the ruling 
class was worried about 
protests that might form. 
Foreign capital withdrew 
from the country at a 
rapid rate. But nothing 
happened because the 
Black working class had 
no leadership, no van- 
guard varty, only a few 
miserable petty-bour- 
geois parties who showed 
them how to be led to the 
slaughter. Yes, there 
was a ‘successful demon- 
stration in Sharpeville. 
It demonstrated ‘'success- 
fully" that the ruling 
capitalist class will 
not be overthrown through 


pacifism, but rather 
through revolutionary 
strugple by the working 
class under the leader- 
ship of its vanguard 
party, 

Tasks of the Proletartat 

Today the South African 
working class is almost 
completely Black. Most 
whites are employed in 
"new middle class" posi- 
tions such as foremen, 
technicians, engineers, 
etc. Those few whites who 
remain technically a part 
of the proletariat are 
formed into a craft-or- 
iented, petty-bourgeoisi- 
fied labor aristocracy, 
whose conditions of life 
are overwhelmingly differ- 
ent from those of the 
Black workers. Thus, an 
imvortant task facing 
Black workers is to or- 
ganize industrial trade 
unions. Not only the lead- 
ership of the white trade 
unions but the unions 
themselves have been 
bought off. While these 
new trade unions would be 
open to any worker, regard- 
less of his political pre- 
ferences, it would be 
necessary for them to 
adopt a revolutionary pro- 
gram. Black workers in 
South Africa need a revo~ 
lutionary leadership. 

What is needed for that 
is for a Revolutionary 
Workers Party of South 
Africa to be created which 
would be a disciplined 
section of the Interna- 
tional Party of Revolu- 
tionary Workers (Fifth 
International) function- 
ing under democratic-cen- 
tralist principles. 

To call for national 
self-determination (t.e. 
self-determination for 
the national bourgeoisie) 
is not the task of Marx~ 
ists. The vurpose of going 
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May 15 marks the twenty~ 
fifth anniversary of the 
State of Israel. It is be- 
ing celebrated by Zionist 
forces worldwide as just 
about the greatest thing 
since the Creation (or at 
least since Navid slew Go- 
liath). It is supposed to 
mark the triumph of an op- 
pressed people in finally 
setting up their own state 
in the face of overwhelm- 
ing opposition on a world 
scale (which by the way, 
is a lie. Israel's exis- 
tence as a separate state 
under the control of the 
Zionists was supported by 
both of the major post-war 
imperialist powers, the 
United States and the So~ 
viet Union). It supposed- 
ly marked the beginning of 
a new era of goodness, dem- 
ocracy, "socialism" and 
flowering deserts. For some 
orthodox Christian sects 
it marked the beginning of 
the end of the world. For 
most Palestinians (the or- 
iginal inhabitants of what 
is now Israe]) this pro- 
phecy proved to be some- 
what more than mere talk, 
as they were herded off to 
refugee camps in Trans- 
jordan and the other Arab 
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countries surrounding 
Israel. 

However, Israel's first 
quarter-century has not 
been marked by goodness, 
etc., but by mass terror, 
renresston, exploitation 
and territor{al conquest. 
Recent events have clear- 
ly shown the real nature 
of the Tsraeli state. Tt 
is a ruthless capitalist 
state, the tool of the Ve- 
brew bourgeoisie and is 
used to suppress not on- 
ly the Araks but alsa the 
Hebrew proletartat. 

The tdeological hasis 
for the existence of the 
State of Tsrael is net 
Judaism. Tn actuality, 
Vudatsm holds that World 
Jeyry will not return from 
the Diaspora until the 
coming. of the Messtah (a 
position which neither 
Navid Ben-Curtion nor “eshe 
Nayan can!lay claim te). 
Judaism and Messiahs astde 
what then, is Zicnism? If 
its major thrust ts not 
reliciiousowhat is 4t? 

The answer has its roots 
in the decay of feudalism 
coupled with the stunted 
and deformed development 
of: capitalism in Eastern 
Europe in the latter half 


The Reality of Israel 


by David Ross 


of the nineteenth ceontur 
an’ the eansequert mass 
mieratton of warkine 1 
and urban tower middle 
class Yiddish Tews fren 
Pastern and Vast fertral 
Throne tata Vestern and 
West Central Furone., The 
mass Influx of cultural? 
mnassimilated Jews irto 
Western FPurone hroucht 
with ft a revival of -ant 
Semfitism which had virt: 
1495 (fed nut {nr Westerr 
Furope by this time he- 
eanse of the almost com- 
plete assimilation of Je 
(rparticularly wealthy Jc 
2.7, the Rathschitde fr 
France ard Tretand, the 
Recanatis in Tralv) t{nt- 
hourgeois-democratic se 
ular soctetfies which ma 
ed exnandine Western Fin 
onean canitalism. The me 
startling event during 
this verfod was the fame 
Nrevfus case. It was the 
hlatant anti-Semitism of 
this case which led Theo 
dor Werzl, an Austrian J 
{sh playwright and jour- 
nalist, to write The Je 
dah State which hecame t 
Rible for orthodox Zion- 
ism, Nerz]'s solution to 
the Jewish question was 
Jews to gn to Palestine 


and set up their own 
state. He then proceeded 
to go from one imperial- 
ist government to another 
to back his efforts. He 
even went so far as to 
make a deal with the Rus- 
sian Minister of the In- 
terior, Plehve, and arch- 
anti~Semite and architect 
of the infamous Kishinev 
pogrom (in which 100,000 
Jews were murdered). At 
the same time that Herzl 
was scampering all over 
Europe trying to get a 
"right to settle” charter 
from the Sultan of Tur- 
key, another trend of 7i- 
onism developed, primar- 
ily in Russia. This trend 
was called "Labor Zionism" 
or “Social Zionism.” This 
was the theory expounded 
most clearly by the Rus- 
sian Social-Democrat Ber 
Borochov. Borochov held 
that the problem facing 
Jewry was that rather than 
existing as a normal na- 
tion with a small bour- 
geoisie at the top and a 
large proletariat at the 
base, it was an inverted 
pyramid with a large bour- 
geoisie and tiny prole~ 
tariat (actually the so- 
cio-economic abnormality 
of Fast European Jewry lay 
in its large petty-bour- 
geois and semi-proletar~ 
ian strata and the lack 
of integration of Jewish 
workers into large-scale 
heavy industries (metals, 
mining, etc.). The solu- 
tion which the Labor Zion-~- 
ists espoused dove-tail- 
ed the conclusions of the 
Herzlite Zionists: Jewish 
emigration to Palestine 
to build a right~side-up 
pyramid (as if Jewry, his- 
torically, had not had its 
fill of pyramid-building 
under the Pharaohs). 

In 1917 England issued 


the Balfour Declaration 
granting a Jewish Nation- 
al Home in Palestine. 
From this point on the 
Zionists proceeded to 
round up as many European 
Jews as they could to go 
to Palestine. The West 
European Jews provided the 
money while the East and 
Central Eurovean Jewish 
intelligentsia provided 
the ideologues. Of course, 
the impoverished East and 
Central European Yiddish 
masses provided the emi- 
¢rants. However, despite 
the efforts of the Zion- 
ists and particularly of 
the Jewish Agency, which 
from the 1920's on was the 
embryonic state apparatus 
of the Hebrew nation in 
Palestine, Jewish coloni- 
zation was light to say 
the least. However, with 
the rise of Fascism mas- 
ses of European Jews went 
to Palestine because it 
was about the only place 
they could go, as the 
"democratic" England and 
United States and the 
‘socialist’ Soviet Union 
refused entrance to the 
vast bulk of the Jewish 
masses fleeing Hitler's 
ovens. 

By 1948 the Hebrew 
bourgeoisie in Palestine 
felt strong enough to do 
battle with the much weak- 
ened British imperialists 
and with the indigenous 
Palestinian Arabs. In 
1947 the United Nations 
had voted to partition 
Palestine and sive part 
to the Hebrews for their 
own state, part to the 
Palestinians for their 
own state and part to the 
Hashemite dynasty for 
their own state. But the 
Hebrew bourgeoisie wanted 
more than they had been 
given and set about tak- 


ine it. They used both 
“fair” means (buying lands 
from absentee Arab land- 
lords and driving off the 
Palestinian tenant farm- 
ers) and foul (mass terror 
like the murder of 254 
men, women’ and children 

of the avowedly nonhostile 
Palestinian village of 
Deir Yassin). This action 
was carried out by a guer- 
illa eroup known as the 
Ireun. However, the Haga- 
nah and the Palmach, the 
two military arms of the 
Jewish Agency (and after 
May 15, 1948 of the State 
of Israel) carried out 
similar actions. With mat- 
erial aid from both the 
United States and the So- 
viet Union the "fledgling" 
state was able to defeat 
the British-officered Arab 
Legion with relative case. 

However, Israel's vic- 
tory did not do much for 
the Hebrew working masses 
jn Israel. Just as an Arab 
victory would not have 
helped the Arab workers. 
The Hebrew workers remain- 
ed under the yoke of the 
Hebrew capitalists and 
their imperialist mentors: 
just as the Arab workers 
would have remained sun~ 
pressed and exploited ~- 
wage-slaves even if their 
masters had emerged vic~ 
torious. 

Revolutionary Marxists 
do not take sides in cap- 
italist wars during the.. 
epoch of impverialist decay. 
Therefore we would have 
given neither military nor 
political support to the . 
Haganah or the Arab Legion. 
Revolutionaries in Israel. 
would have called for 
turning the sham "war of 
defense" into a class ci- 
vil war. Revolutionaries 
in the Arab countries 
would have called for a 
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break from reactionary 
religious fanaticism and 
turning the "jihad" (holy 
war) into a class civil 
war. Revolutionary Marx- 
ists stand ever and always 
for the victory of the 
armed proletariat over 
the bourgeoisie. No other 
"victory" has any posi- 
tive meaning for the 
working class. 

After the 1948 war the 
Hebrew bourgeoisie moved 
to consolidate its con- 
trol over its newly won 
territory. This was done, 
of course, at the expense 
of the Hebrew and Pales- 
tinian workers in Israel 
(not to mention the Pal- 
estinians expelled from 
their homeland and forced 
to live in squalor in the 
various Arab refugee 
camps). In the meantime 
the neighboring Arab 
states had joined in the 
1948 landgrab even though 
they lost the war. The 
Palestinian state pro- 
vided by the UN resolu- 
tion was completely ob- 
literated, with Israel 
taking a chunk, Jordan 
taking the West Bank and 
Egypt taking the Gaza 
Strip. Throughout the 
fifties and sixties the 
Israeli economy expanded 
and developed (primarily 
through heavy imperialist 
investment). However, the 
Israeli economy was not 
and is not today widely 
diversified. Just as the 
Central American countries 
are "banana republics," 
Israel is a "diamond re- 
public." One-third of 
Israel's exports are fin~ 
ished diamonds. Second 
after diamonds comes cit- 
rus fruit. Obviously 
(despite the wailing of 
Arab nationalists) a 
country whose major ex- 
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ports are cut diamonds 
and Jaffa oranges is not 


imperialist. However, the 


Arab nationalists and their 


cheerleaders like the 
Socialist Workers Party 
and the Workers League 
try to make a case for it 
by pointing to the Six- 
Day War of June 1967 and 
the consequent Israeli 
occupation of the West 
Bank, Sinai Peninsula, 
Gaza Strip and Golan 
Heights. However, the 
fact that Israel easily 
destroyed the Arab armies 
does not make it imper- 
dalist (expansionist, 
yes, imperialist, no) any 
more than the defeat of 
the Arab rulers puts them 
in the vanguard of the 
mythical “Arab Revolu- 
tion.'' The fact of the 
matter is that no matter 
who won the 1967 war, the 
workers in both Israel 
and the Arab countries 
would not be better off. 
In fact, even though the 
conquered Arab masses are 
superexploited in Is- 
raeli industry, their 
standard of living rel- 
ative to that of Arabs in 
Arab countries is higher. 
If one used wages as the 
only criteria, we would 
have to support the Is- 
raeli occupation. How- 
ever, wages is not the 
criteria. As we stated 
earlier, Marxists support 
the victory of the work- 
ing class over the cap~ 
italist class in all 
countries. Israel's vic- 
tory in 1967 was a defeat 
for the working class 
(both Arab and Hebrew) 
just as an Arab victory 
would have been a défeat 
for the working class 
(both Arab and Hebrew). 
Recent events have 
shown that the class 


struggle.in Israel’is re- 
viving. Israel has seen a 
recent strike wave stretch- 
ing from airlines to docks 
to schools to industry. 
These strikes are carried 
out against not only the 
Hebrew and foreign cari- 
talists and the state, but 
also against the Histad- 
rut, which is mistakenly 
referred to as Israel's 
AFL-CIO. While the AFL- 
CIO leadership is total- 
ly class collaboration- 
ist, the AFL-CIO is an in- 
dependent organization of 
the working class. The 
Histadrut is not an in- 
dependent working class 
organization and never 
was. It was organized in 
the 1920's by the Jewish 
Agency to keep Arab work- 
ers from getting jobs. It 
was so interlocked with 
the Jewish Agency, that 
today it is the largest 
single employer in Israel 
and the Histadrut-Mapai 
"labor" bureaucracy rep- 
resents the dominant wing 
of the native Hebrew 
bourgeoisie. Contrary to 
the views of such organ- 
izations as the Spartacist 
League, the Histadrut is 
not the central arena of 
the class struggle. It is 
a bourgeois-dominated com- 
pany union. Its leadership 
are not even "labor lieu- 
tenants of capital," they 
are capitalists themselves. 
The task of the Israeli 
proletariat is to form 
breakaway industrial un- 
ions open to both Hebrews 
and Palestinians. Such un- 
tons while being open to 
all workers no matter what 
their political beliefs 
would of necessity have to 
adopt a revolutionary pro- 
gram of struggle to be ef- 
fective. In this epoch . 
only a revolutionary pro- 


gram can defend and ex- 
tend the gains of the 
working class. That is, 
the gains of the working 
class can only be defend- 
ed and extended through 
the dictatorship of the 
proletariat and the build- 
ing of socialism. 

While always bringing 
to the fore the class 
questions, revolutionary 
Marxists can not ignore 
national questions. Cen- 
tral to a revolutionary 
program in Israel is the 


unwavering struggle against 


the superexploitation of 
the Palestinian and other 
Arab workers in Israel and 
the demand that the Pal- 
estinians in exile have 
the uncenditional right 
of return or resettlement 
in a locale of their own 
choosing (this,of course, 
refers to the immediate 
area. We have no desire 
to see a Palestine "Fretz 
Yisrael” in say Guatema- 
la.). And, of course, we 
support the right of all 
nations (Hebrew and Pal- 
estinian in this case) to 
self-determination, 7.¢. 
their own separate state. 
The fundamental task 
facing the working class 
tn Israel is the construc- 
ction of a Leninist party, 


Red Front Crushed 


We have just received word from Israel] 
that the Ped FProvt orcanization, one 

of the Tsraeli snctalist proups which 
was victimized tn the current witch- 
hint, has heen completely smashed as 4 
funetioning political organization. 
Aecording to Dr. Israel Shahak, a Tead- 


a section of the Inter- 
national Party of Revo- 
lutionary Workers (Fifth 
International). Such a 
party would be a driving 
force in the construction 
of independent industrial 
unions and would inter- 
vene with a revolutionary 
program in such class 
movements as the Israeli 
Black Panthers, an organ- 
ization of Sephardic He- 
brew working class youth. 
The Rlack Panthers are 
particularly important as 
the Sephardim (Asian and 


North African Jews) along 
with Palestinians and oth- 
er Arabs constitute the 
bulk of the Israeli work~ 
ing class. The revolu- 
tionary party must inter- 
vene to turn the 83lack 
Panthers communal senti- 
ments into revolutionarv 
class consciousness. Onlv 
through such activities 
will the working class 
come to the banner of 
revolutionary Marxism and 
wape a successful strug- 
ple for a workers’ repub- 
lic and a Socialist Is- 
rael. At the same time, 
revolutionary parties, 
sections of the revolu- 
tionary international, 
must be built in the Arab 


countries to lead the 
working class there to 
state power and the cor 
struction of a Socialis 
Inited States of the 
Middle Fast. 

Currently the Tsraeli 
socialist left is fact 
severe repression at tt 
hands of the 7isnist ce 
gime. We unconditinnal! 
defend the Israeli so- 
ctalist left against ar 
attacks upon their deme 
cratic rights by the 
bourgeois state. Our de 
fense does not depend o 
political agreement. We 
defend those on our sic 
of the class line again 
the attacks of the clas 
enemy, 

NEFEND THE TSRAELT SOCT 
ISt LEFT! 

TSRAELI WORKERS, ARAB A 
HEBREW, MUST BREAK FROM 
THE HISTADRUT AND FORM 
WORKING CLASS INIONS! 
FOR THE RIGHT OF RETURN 
FOR PALESTINIAN EXILES! 
BUILD THE INTERNATIONA! 
PARTY OF REVOLUTIONARY 
WORKERS (FIFTH INTERNA- 
TIONAL)! 

FOR A SOCIALIST ISRAEL! 
FOR THF SOCIALIST UNITE! 
STATES OF THE MIDDLE FA’ 
FORWARD TO THE WORLDVID 
WORKERS ' REPUBLIC! 


At left, Fhud 
Adiv, one of 
the principal 
leaders and 
founders of 
the Red Front. 
Adiv and fel- 
low Sabra and 
leader of the 
Red Front, Dai 
Vered, are nou 


ing civil rights activist tn Tsracl, 
"Rnd Prant does not exist any more 

as all its merbers are in prison." 

The two nrinctpal leaders af the "e? 
Prout, Ehud Adiv and Dan Vered Cbeth 
native Hebrews), are currently 17-yeor 
sentences in Ravieh prison. Other men- 
hers of the Pad "rent recetved shorter 
sentences. 


serving 
sentences in 

' Ranleh prtson. 
Other members 
are in prison 
sLsewhere in 
Terael. 
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Trotskyi 
yis Eee tions must indtsrurably exist: 
1, The protccarfat must be conscious 
a ni t & ef itself as a class. 
ns 


°. The nroletarftat must have {its own 
chosen ergans of power through which 


] a 
Di ctatorsh i My to exercise its dictatorship. 


%. The proletartat must choose its own 


leaders, who can act for the proletar- 
of the fat only at the direction of the or- 

ganized wil’ of the proletartat. 

4, The proletartat must contro] pro- 


a 
Prolet a ir lat duction. There are only two classes 


capable of controlling production: if 


by Allan Crandall proletarian methods of production are 
not in use, then only capitalis methods 
To paraphrase Marxism vs. the SWP are available and vt re-versa. 
(main document of the Class Struggle None of these conditions exist any- 
League-~ed.), it is time once again to where in the world. Yet, according to 
return to the lonp-buried teachings of Trotskyism, the dictatorship of the pro- 
Marx, Fneels and Lenin on the state. letariat exists currently in China, Cuba, 
One of the most important theoretical all of the nations in Fastern Furope and 
pillars of the impregnable fortress of in the NSSR. The Trotskyist definition 
communist thought is the Marxist con- of the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
cent of the dictatorship of the pro- unlike the Marxist definition, 1s such 
letartat: that a class-conscious, independently 
We have scen...that the first step organized proletariat is unnecessary to 
in the revolution by the working either the creation or maintenance of 
class fs to raise the proletariat the dictatorship. Tt consists, in all 
to the rosition of ruling class, to of the “workers' states,'' which are in 
win the hattle of democracy. reality state capitalist states, of 
' The proletariat will use its polf- three forms of social organization: 


tical supremacy to wrest, hy deprees, 
all capital from the bourgeofsie, 

te centralize all instruments of pro- 
duction tn the hands of the state, 
Z.@. of the proletariat organized as 
the ruling class: and to tncrease 

the total of productive forces as 
rapidly as possible. (Marx and En- 


gels, The Cormuntst Manifesto) 


Nere is what the revolutionary Lenin 
had to comment on this definition: 


Here we have a formulation of one of 
the most remarkable and most impor- 
tant ideas of Marxism on the subiect 
of the state, namely, the idea of the 
“dictatorship of the proletariat" (as 
Marx and Engels began: to call it af- 
ter the Paris Commune): and also, a 
highly interesting definition of the 
state, which is also one of the "for- 
gotten words" of Marxism: "the state, 
t.@., the proletariat organized as 
the ruling class. (lenin, State and 
Revo 1ut?on) 


Forgotten words of Marxism indeed! 


For the dictatorship of the nrole- 
tariat to eyfst, thei following condf- 
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1. State property 

2. State monopoly on foreign trade 

3. "planned"economy, 7.@., planned by 

the state 

That is the Trotskyist formula for 
the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
But, because it does not see the neces- 
sity for the indenendent organization 
of the proletariat, the Trotskyist def- 
inition of the concept is a first-rate 
formula for state capitalism. Trotskyv- 
ism says that the dictatorship of the 
proletariat exists in all of the above- 
mentioned countries because these three 
forms of economic organization exist. 

First, on state property. What is the 
state? The state is an instrument for 
the oppression of one class by another. 
This definition applies to the USSR to- 
day, unless, of course, the Stalinists 
have succeeded in abolishing class so- 
ciety, which they haven't. Is the So- 
viet state in the hands of the working 
class? Through what organs of power is 
the working class exercising its dic- 
tatorship? True, the official name of 
the Russian state is the "Union of So- 


i. Socialist Republics.‘' But here is 
what Trotsky has to say about the So- 
viets in the "Stalinized" USSR: 

Soviets in their essence are organs 
of class rule, and cannot be anything 
else. The democratically elected in- 
stitutions of local self-administra-~ 
tion are municipalities, dumas, zem- 
stvos, anything you will, but not 

Soviets. 

In the political sphere, the dis- 
tinction of the new constitution 

from the old is its return from the 

Soviet system of election according 

to class and industrial groups, to 

the system of bourgeois democracy 
based upon the so-called “universal, 
equal, and direct" vote of an atom- 
ized population. This is a matter, 

to put it briefly, of juridically 

liquidating the dictatorship of the 

proletariat. (Trotsky, The Revolution 

Betrayed) 

The state property in Russia is not 
owned or controlled by the Russian 
workers. It is controlled and owned by 
the state capitalist ruling class, or 
what Trotskyism, with characteristic- 
ally unscientific terminology, calls 
the ‘Stalinist bureaucracy." 

Now, for the second category. State 
monopoly on foreign trade is a weapon 
used by a workers’ state in protecting 
itself from the internal growth of pri- 
vate capitalism, which would other- 
wise come into being as a part of ex- 
ternal attacks of imperialist trade. 
Obviously, however, it is a useful 
weapon of the proletariat only if it 
is in the hands of the proletariat. 

And again, where is that class~conscious, 
militant, internationalist proletariat 
in the USSR today, and where are its 
organs of power? 

The dictatorship of the proletariat 
was actually eliminated in 1921 with 
the restoration of private capitalism 
as opposed to forms of workers' control. 

The last category, ‘‘planned economy,’ 
represents a complete denial of Marx's, 
and Lenin's, analysis of the nature of 
capitalism in our epoch. The basis for 
the failure and wastefulness of capi- 
talism as an economic system is its 
total anarchy on an international, not 
an internal, national scale. Even put- 
ting aside for a moment that the USSR 
8 


is state-monopoly capitalist, we are 


left the fact that as long as American, 


British and French imperialism exist as 
the dominant blocs of canital on earth, 
the value of the end vroducts of Rus- 
sia's "planned" economy is determined 
completely by the world market. As recent 
economic troubles in the East European 
state capitalist countries have shown, 
the only truly "planned" economy is 
that planned, on a worldwide basis, by 
the world proletariat. If a national 
economy can be planned separately from 
the whims of the world imperialist mar- 
ket, with any degree of success, then 
Russian propaganda is right when it 
says that the human race has its own 
little corner of heaven within the 
geographical confines of the USSR! 

Yes, but, say the Trotskyists, the 
Russian ‘workers’ state" is progressive 
because the Russian workers pet free 
medical care and free education and low- 
cost housing! 

What reformism! What vetty-bourgeois 
moralizing: Right here in the good old 
USA we have free education until the 
age of 18! If that bourgeois prince 
Sen. Kennedy has his way we may all 
have free medical care! I'm sure some 
bourgeois liberal will introduce a bill 
in the near future to give us all low~ 
income housing! Why, when those things 
come to pass in the US, we will have a 
state progressive enough for any Trot- 
skyist to defend! To »araphrase The 
Communtst Manifesto - from the view- 
point of the Trotskyists, what we have 
in the Soviet Union today is a state 
capitalist boureeoisie which is a bour- 
eeoisie for the benefit of the working 
class! But of course, the Trotskyists 
are wrong. 

The workers’ state can only exist 
through the active, living dictatorship 
of the organized working class. Trot- 
skyism's error is two-sided. The for- 
mula for political revolution in Russia, 
in which the workers will "recapture" 
their “own" state, treats the state as 
an abstraction, above class forces. Its 
more serious error is its mistaken iden- 
tity of certain forms of economic or- 
ganization which can be weapons in the 
hands of the proletarian state, state 
property and state monopoly on foreirn 
trade, for the actual living content of 
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the proletarian dictatorship. It is 
time to state the obvious, as we have 
been doing all along: State property, 
state monopoly on foreign trade, and 
all the other "proletarian property 
forms" which provide the basis for the 
rotskyist defense of the Soviet Union, 
are only proletarian property forms 
when they are in the hands of the pro- 
letariat. And, I repeat, Comrades 
Trotskyists, where are the organs of 
working class rule in the USSR today? 
Are you Marxists or metaphysicians, 
Comrades Trotskyists? 

The reformist nature of the Trotsky- 
ist definition of the dictatorship of 
the proletariat is the prime cause for 
the eventual degeneration of all 
Trotskyist parties and all Trotskyist 
individuals who refuse to break from 
their Trotskyism. It was the cause of 
Pabloism's theory of centuries of de- 
formed workers' states. It is part of 
the cause of the reformist degeneration 
of the Socialist Workers Party, its 
embracement of Pabloism and its position 
on the Cuban revolution that Fidel 
Castro established the dictatorship of 
the proletariat through the unconscious 
use of the Theory of the Permanent 
Revolution. It is the cause of the 
degeneration of the Workers League in- 
to reformism. And it will be the cause 
of the eventual reformist degenera- 
tion of the Class Struggle League and 
the Spartacist League. Orthodox Trot- 
skyism can not help but degenerate in- 
to reformism, because, in spite of the 
militancy of some Trotskyist indivi- 
duals, it contains programmatic defi- 
ciencies of a reformist nature, which 
gives it a centrist character. The 
only road to socialism is through the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, and, 
to Trotskyists, the dictatorship of 
the proletariat, defined as certain 
proletarian property forms, can be 
instituted by anyone having the power 
to utilize these forms, including 
Fidel Castro, Joseph Stalin and Marshal 
Tito in Eastern Europe, Mao, and, in 
the case of the Workers League, Harold 
Wilson and George Meany. In reality, 
the dictatorship of the proletariat 
can only be established, and matntain- 
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ed, by the living struggle of the or- 
ganized, class-conscious working class. 
That is a workers’ truth which must 
be realized by anyone wanting to par- 
ticivate in the making of the world 
socialist revolution. 
As Lenin put it in The State and 
Revolution: 
The socialists demand the strictest 
control by society and by the state 
over the measure of labor and the 
measure of consumption, but this 
control must start with the expro- 
priation of the capitalists, with 
the establishment of workers’ con- 
trol over the capitalists, and must 
be exercised, not by a state of bu- 
reaucrats, but by a state of the 
armed workers. (My emphasis~-A.C.) 
Likewise: 
To organize the whole economy...so 
that the technicians, foremen, and 
accountants, as well as all officials, 
shall receive salaries no higher than 
a workman's wage, all under the con- 
trol and leadership of the armed 
proletartat - this is our immediate 
aim. This is the state and this is 
the economic foundation we need. 
(My emphasis~-A.C.) 
That, Comrades Trotskyists, is the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. If 
that exists anywhere in the world at 
present, please show us. We would like 
to go there. 


A Rose by any other Name...? 


On the weekend of April 20-22, the 
Class Struggle League (the organtza- 
tion from which we split) and the Van- 
guard Newsletter consummated their tong- 
awaited fusion. The nuptials ended 
with the new organization named the 
Class Struggle League. Observers of 
the convention tell us that the major 
floor fight at the convention was not 
over politics at all but what to name 
the new organization. First Interna- 
ttonal Communist League and CSL were 
tossed out. International Trotskytst 
League was a compromise, but CSL won 
out. And a good time was had by all? 


+) 
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#4 Capitalism 


Part TWO by David Ross 
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The fundamental error of the Trotsky- 
ists in confusing form with content in 
the Russian economy is their belief 
that workers’ control can exist with- 
out workers’ control. In carrying out 
this piece of magical wizardry they 
point cut that property in the Soviet 
Union is nationalized, eras. the Sa-+ 
viet Union’is a workers" state and 
workers have contro!, For as we all 
know, state property and private rrop- 
erty stand om opposite sides of the 
barricades. However, the Trotskyists 
to the contrary, notwithstanding, ‘such 
fs not the case in the matertal ‘world. 
We will attempt to illustrate this not 
only as regards the Soviet Union, but 


the 


fs, 


realh: wage the .dog? 
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AlSoO as regards several other countries 
which the Trotskytsts doa regard 28 can- 
itatist. 
We refer once again to Roger ®. Cross's 
lhy Not fnaluaze the Pusstan Foonomy: 
What are pronerty relations? The only 
possible meanine ts the relation which 
various groups tn a soctety have to 
property. If one eroun controis the 
property, exploiting the rest of the 
zroups by control of tt, and the ex- 
plotted grouns wrest control of that 
property, a chance in vronerty rela- 
tions has auite ohvfously taken nlace. 
This is what will happen If the Russian 
vorkers displace the Stalinist bureau- 
cracy. Whether ‘such a revolt in Russia 
is called political or economic,’ the 
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result will be the same, that is, the 

property relations will be changed in 

the same way in Russia as they would 
in America were the capitalist class 

overthrown here. (1) 

This is it in a nutshell. Property, na~- 
tionalized as it is, in the Soviet Un- 
ion is not in the hands of the working 
class. It is necessary for the working 
class to wage a struggle to achieve 
control of the means of production. 
Such a struggle is a social revolution 
and social revolutions are the highest 
expression of the class struggle, 7z.e. 
the struggle of class against class. 
The working class in Russia no more 

has control of Soviet industry than the 
working class in Bolivia has control 

of the nationalized tin mines. 

However, for those who will not be- 
lieve Comrade Cross and ourselves that 
the sine qua non of capitalism is not 
private (7.e. individual) property, we 
will turn to Marx and Engels, who were 
by no means revisionists: 

In any case, with trusts or without, 

the official representative of capi- 

talist society~-the state--will ul- 
timately have to undertake the direc- 
tion of production. The necessity of 
conversion into state property is felt 
first in the great institutions for 
intercourse and communication--the 
post office, the telegraphs, the 
railways. 

If the crises demonstrate the in- 
capacity of the bourgeoisie for man- 
aging any longer modern productive 
forces, the transformation of the 
great establishments for production 
and distribution into joint-stock 
companies, trusts and state property, 
show how unnecessary the bourgeoisie 
are for that purpose.... 

But the transformation, either into 
joint-stock companies and trusts, or 
into state ownership, does not do away 
with the capitalistic nature of the 
productive forces. In the joint-stock 
companies and trusts this is obvious. 
And the modern state, again, is only 
the organisation that bourgeois soci- 
ety takes on in order to support the 
external conditions of the capitalist 
mode of production against the en-~- 
croachments, as well of the workers 
as of individual capitalists. The 
modern state, no matter what its form, 
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' decesseftiaily a capitalish:mathéne;.. 


the state of the capitalists, the 
ideal personification of the total 
nationel capital. The more it proceeds 
to the taking over of productive for- 
ces, the more does it become the ac- 
tual national capitalist, the more 
citizens does it exnloit. The workers 
remain wage workers-~proletarians. The 
capitalist relation is not done away 
with. It is rather brought to a head. 
But, brought to a head, it topples 
over. State ownership of the produc- 
tive forces is not the solution of 

the conflict but concealed within it 
are the technical conditions that form 
the elements of that solution. 

This solution can only exist in the 
practical recognition of the social 
nature of the modern forces of pro- 
duction, and therefore in the harmon- 
ising of the modes of production, ap- 
propriation and exchange with the so- 
cialised character of the means of 
production. And this can only come 
about by society openly and directly 
taking possession of the productive 
forces which have outgrown all control 
except that of society as a whole. The 
social character of the means of pro~ 
duction and of the products today re- 
acts against the producers, veriodical- 
ly disrupts all production and exchange 
acts only like a law of nature work- 
ing blindly, forcibly, destructively.... 

..-The difference is as that between 
the destructive forces of electricity 
in the lightning of the storm, and el- 
ectricity under command in the tele- 
graph and the voltaic arc: the differ- 
ence between a conflagration, and fire 
working in the service of man. With 
this recognition at last of the real 
nature of the productive forces of 
today, the social anarchy of produc- 
tion gives place to a social regula- 
tion of production upon a definite 
plan, according to the needs of the 
community and of each individual. Then 
the capitalist mode of appropriation, 
in which the product enslaves first 
the producer and then the appropria- 
tor, is replaced by the mode of appro- 
priation of the products that is based 
upon the nature of the modern means 
of production. (2) 

-»«For only when the means of vroduc- 
tion and distribution have actually 


outgrown the form of management by 
joint-stock companies, and when, 
therefore, the taking them over by 
the state has become economically in- 
evitable, only then--even if it is the 
state of today that effects this-~ 

is there an economic advance, the at- 
tainment of another step preliminary 
to the taking over of all productive 
forces by society itself. But of late, 
since Bismarck went in for state 
ownership of jndustrial establish- 
ments, a kind of spurious socialism 
has arisen, degenerating, now and 
again, into something of flunkeyism, 
that without more ado declares @ 
state ownership, even of the Bismarck- 
jan sort, to be socialistic. Certain- 
ly, if the taking over by the state 
of the tobacco industry is socialis- 
tic, then Napoleon and Metternich 
must be numbered among the founders 

of socialism. If the Belgian state, 
for quite ordinary political and fi- 
nancial reasons, itself constructed 
its chief railway lines: if Bismarck, 
not under any economic compulsion, 
took over for the state the chief 
Prussian lines, simply to be better 
able to have them in hand in case of 
war, to bring up the railway employees 
as voting cattle for the government, 
and especially to create for himself 

a new source of income independent of 
parliamentary votes--this was, in no 
sense, a socialistic measure, direct- 
ly or indirectly, consciously or un- 
consciously. Otherwise, the Royal 
Maritime Company, the Royal porcelain 
manufacture, and even the regimental 
tailor of the army would also be so~- 
cialistic institutions, or even, 4s 
was seriously proposed by 4 sly dog 
in Frederick William III's reign, the 
taking over by the state of the 
brothels. (3) 

..-progress in centralisation does 
not in any way depend upon a positive 
growth in the magnitude of social cap- 
itel. And this is the scientific dif- 
ference between centralisation and 
concentration, the latter being only 
another name for reproduction on an 
extended scale. Centralisation may 
result from a mere change in the dis- 
tribution of capitals already exist~ 
ing, from a simple alteration in the 
quantitative grouping of the component 


. parts ‘of sdociat capital. Here- capital 


can grow into powerful masses ina 
single hand because there it has been 
withdrawn from many individual hands. 
In any given branch of industry cen~ 
tralisation would reach its extreme 
limit if all the individual capitals 
invested in it were fused into a 
single capital. In a given society 
the limit would be reached only when 
the entire social capital was united 
in the hands of either a single cap~ 
italist or a single capitalist company. 

Centralisation completes the work of 
accumulation by enabling industrial 
capitalists to extend the scale of 
their operations. Whether this latter 
result is the consequence of accumu- 
lation or centralisation, whether cen-~ 
tralisation is accomplished by the vi- 
olent method of annexation--when cerr 
tain capitals become such vreponder~ 
ant centres of attraction for others 
that they shatter the individual co- 
hesion of the latter and then draw the 
separate fragments to themselves~-~-or 
whether the fusion of a number of cap~ 
itals already formed or in the process 
of formation takes place by the smooth- 
er process of organising joint-stock 
companies~-the economic effect remains 
the same. Everywhere the increased 
scale of industrial establishments is 
the startingpoint for a more compre~ 
hensive organisation of the collective 
work of many, for 4 wider development 
of their material motive forces-~in 
other words, for the progressive 
transformation of isolated processes 
of production, carried on by custom 
ary methods, into processes of pro- 
duction socially combined and scien- 
tifically arranged. (4) 

Three cardinal facts of capitalist 
production: 

1) Concentration of means of means of 
production in few hands, whereby they 
cease to appear as the property of the 
immediate labourers and turn into so- 
cial production capacities. Even if 
initially they are the private prop~ 
erty of capitalists. These are the 
trustees of pourgeois society, but 
they profit all the proceeds of this 
trusteeship. 

2) Organisation of labour itself in- 
to social labour: through co-opera- 
tion, division of labour, and theuni- 
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ting of labour with the natural sci- 
ences. 

3) Creation of the world market. (5) 
III. Formation of stock companies. 
Thereby: 

1) An enormous expansion of the scale 
of production and of enterprises, 
that was impossible for individual 
capitals. At the same time, enter- 
prises that were formerly government 
enterprises, become public. 

2) The capital, which in itself 
rests on a social mode of production 
and presupposes a social concentra- 
tion of means of production and la- 
bour~power, is here directly endowed 
with the form of social capital (cap- 
ital of directly associated individu- 
als) as distinct from private capi- 
tal, and its undertakings assume the 
form of social undertakings as dis- 
tinct from private undertakings. It 
is the abolition of capital as pri- 
vate property within the framework of 
capitalist production itself. (6) 

If we briefly examine these quotes we 
will find that private property is not 
absolutely necessary to capitalist 
production and that there exists the 
tendency to abolish private property 
under capitalism. Property remains pri- 
vate in the sense that it is owned by 
a small minority of society as a whole, 
but there is nothing inherent in cap- 
italism to keep the capitalist class of 
a single country from owning its prop- 
erty jointly. We could in relation to 
this ask who owns a joint stock company 
or a trust? These corporations are not 
owned by individuals, but by groups. 
The first quote from Engels indicates 
that not only is the tendency for state 
ownership of the means of production 
possible under capitalism, it is abso- 
lutely necessary if capital is going to 
develop to any extent. This is pre- 
cisely the reason why many semi-coloni- 
al countries have turned to government 
owned and operated enterprises (Israel, 
Egypt, Algeria, various Latin American 
countries, etc.). In fact, it is pre- 
cisely the development of capital car- 
ried out in the Eastern European states, 
due to the collectivization of the na- 
tional capital under the auspices of the 
Soviet imperialists that was a funda- 
mental element in the stabilization of 
capitalism after the Second Imperialist 
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World War. 

There are many reasons why the prole- 
tariat did not come to power after the 
Second Imperialist World War, thus al- 
lowing capitalism to remain in existence. 
The Stalinists and Social-Democrats who 
held sway over the proletariat in most 
of the Western European countries chan- 
nelled the energies of the proletariat 
into reformism in the name of bourgeois 
partisanism. The Trotskyists of the Fourth 
International meanwhile were busy cheer- 
ing on Tito and Mao as they (Tito and 
Mao) worked for the restabilization of 
capitalism in Yugoslavia and China along 
the lines of the Soviet Union. Without 
an understanding of the bourgeois nature 
of these states (Russia, China, Yugo- 
slavia, etc.) there can be no vroletar- 
ian socialist revolution. 

Since the Second Imperialist World War 
the road of nationalization and central- 
ization has been taken by more and more 
underdeveloped countries in order to 
make them more "competitive’ with the 
advanced capitalist countries. That is, 
to put their national bourgeoisies in 
more of a bargaining position with the 
imperialists to try and win a larger 
piece of the surplus-value pie. 

Two prime examples of this are Algeria 
and Egypt. Both Algeria after their 
"revolution" and Egypt with the over- 
throw of the monarchy and the coming to 
power of Nasser nationalized extensive- 
ly. The reason for this was precisely 
to put the bourgeoisie in a stronger 
position vts-a-vts both the imperialists 
and the working class. Also if "nrivate”, 
that is, individual property were main- 
tained, the bourgeoisie would be unable 
to maintain its profits (that is, its 
share of the profits). So enamored with 
the concept of "state proverty equals 
workers state" were the Pabloist leaders 
of the Fourth International in the 1960's 
that Pablo himself took a portfolio in 
the Algerian "revolutionary" government 
of Ben Bella, and Pablo disciple Livio 
Maitan kept screaming about Nasser's 
"cold revolution” in Egypt. After all 
it had state property didn't it? 

Latin America has seen a rash of na- 
tionalizations, particularly of mines, 
by various radical nationalist bourgeois 
regimes. Two in particular being Boli- 
via and Chile. (This is of course, not 
to mention Cuba which nationalized all 


of its industry after the bourgeois po- 
litical revolution led by Fidel Castro, 
Che Guevara and the July 26 Movement.) 
Bolivia's mines were nationalized in 
the early fifties. They remain nation~ 
alized today. These mines were not own~ 
ed by Bolivian capitalists, but by 
foreign capitalists. When they were ta- 
ken over they were taken over by the 
Bolivian state, not by individual Boli~ 
vian capitalists or by groups of Boli- 
vian capitalists. The profits which are 
accrued from the Bolivian tin mines and 
the exploitation of the tin miners (yes, 
Bolivian tin miners are exploited by the 
Bolivian state!) go directly into the 
coffers of the Bolivian state treasury. 
They are not divided up amongst vari- 
ous bondholders or stockholders. It is 
a state, not a joint-stock company. How- 
ever, even though the profits go to the 
state, the Bolivian miners are still ex- 
ploited by capital. The profits accrued 
from the mines are used to do two 
things. First, part of the profits are 
accumulated as more capital. Second, 
part of the profits are used to finance 
in part the functioning of the Bolivi- 
an state, that is, the functioning of 
the executive committee of the Bolivian 
bourgeoisie. The same holds true for 
the mines and industries nationalized 
by the Allende regime in Chile. When 
Castro talks about Allende moving down 
the road to socialism, he means it. Of 
course, he is referring to Russian, 
Chinese, Cuban socialism, 7.e. state 
capitalism. Whether or not Allende will 
be able to peacefully consolidate Chi- 
lean capital or whether it will take a 
political revolution remains to be seen. 

Nationalization of property has not 
been limited to backward and underde- 
veloped countries. Several industries 
and means of transportation and commun- 
ication in many Western European coun~ 
tries are nationalized (especially in 
Scandinavia and Great Britain). Surely 
it can not be denied that even though 
the railroads and many mines in Great 
Britain are nationalized, that the work- 
ers are exploited. Of course, the Trot- 
skyists would respond, “But the rail- 
reads in Great Britain are not nation- 
alized under workers’ control:" True. 
And where is workers' control in Russia, 
China, Cuba, etc.? 

Another example of nationalization 


and direct state ownership is the Uni- 
ted States Postal Service. Until just 
recently the United States Post Office 
was owned directly by the government. 
The postal workers were exploited di- 
rectly by the capitalist state and pro- 
fits from this exploitation went direct- 
ly to the capitalist state. Recently the 
mails were placed under semi-private 
ownershiy and control. This, however, 
has proven to be a fiasco and there is 

a good chance that the state will resume 
ownership and control of the Postal 
Service soon. What this points up is not 
creeping socialism, but precisely what 
Engels foresaw. That is, the necessity 
for continued centralization and govern- 
ment control and ownership of more and 
more of the means of production. 

Other examples can be cited of state 
ownership of the means of production in 
various countries which even the Trot- 
skyists recognize as capitalist. The Re- 
nault factory at Rouen in France, the 
television industry in Ireland, various 
mines and industries in Mexico and var- 
ious industries in Israel are just a few 
of the many examples of “public owner- 
shin" of the basic means of production. 

In the last paragraph of the first 
quote Engels points out the fundamental 
difference between state ownership with 
workers' control and state ownership 
without workers control, t.e. state 
capitalism. While both are state owner~ 
ship one functions in the interests of 
society as a whole while the other func- 
tions in a reactionary manner against 
the interests of society as 4 whole and 
particularly against the vroletariat. 
Even Bukharin was able to delineate the 
difference between state capitalism and 
state property under workers’ control 
even though the form of state property 
was the same? 

In the system of state capitalism the 

economic subject is the capitalist 

state, the collective capitalist. In 
the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
the economic subject is the protetart- 
an state, the collectively organised 
working class, ‘The proletariat or- 
ganised as the state power.' Under 
state capitalism, the production pro- 
cess is that of the production of sur- 
plus value which falls into the hands 
of a capitalist class, which tries to 


transform this value into surplus pro- 
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duct. Under the dictatorship of the 
proletariat the production process is 
a means for the planned satisfaction 
of social needs. The system of state 
capitalism is the most complete form 
of exploitation of the masses by @ 
handful of oligarchs. The dictator~ 
ship of the proletariat makes any ex%~ 
ploitation whatsoever altogether un- 
thinkable, as it transforms collec- 
tive capitalist property and its 
private capitalist form into collec- 
tive-proletarian ‘property's Notwith- 
standing their formal similarity, 
these are diametrical opposites in 
content. This antagonism determines 
also the antagonism of all the parts 
of the systems under discussion, even 
if formally they are similar. Thus, 
for instance, the general labour du- 
ty under state capitalism means the 
enslavement of the working masses; @S 
against this under the dictatorship 
of the proletariat 4t is nothing but 
the self-organisation of labour by the 
masses; in the former case the mobil- 
isation of industry means the streng- 
_thening of the capitalist regime, 
while in the latter it means the 
strengthening of socialism. Under the 
state capitalist structure all the 
forms of state compulsion represent 
a pressure which will assure, broaden 
and deepen the process of exploitation, 
while state compulsion under the dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat repre~ 
sents a method of building up commun 
ist society. In short, the functional 
contradiction between the formally 
similar phenomena is here whoily de- 
termined by the functional contradic- 
tion between the systems of organisa- 
tion, by their contradictory class 
characteristics. (7) - 
It was against precisely this confusion 
of state property per sé being equiva~ 
lent to socialism or socialistic prop- 
erty, 2.@. the property of a workers’ 
state that Engels warned about in the 
second quote. Here he makes it quite 
clear that state property can be capi- 
talist property and warns against those 
who would see state property in and of 
itself as resting on the proletarian 
side of the barricades. Of course the 
Trotskyists would answer Engels with 
their famous tautology: The Soviet Un- 
jon's state property, however, unlike 
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Prussia is workers’ state proverty de> 
cause Russia is a workers’ 


state. And 
why is Russia a workers' state? Because 
it has nationalized property and a plan- 
ned economy. Thus, it's a workers’ state 
because it has state property and the 
state property is the property of a 
workers’ state because the state is a 
workers’ state. If we hack through the 
tautology here we find that the state 
property is the property of a workers' 
state because the state property is 
state property. The Trotskyists today 
play toward the Soviet Union precisely 
that role which Engels described some 
socialists as playine toward Bismarck: 
flunkeyism. 

The various quotes from Marx illus~ 
trate that Engels was not & revisionist 
when he pointed out the possibility and 
probability of state property under 
capitalism. The same was foreseen by 
Marx himself. In fact when Marx discus~ 
ses the various things which are the 
main features of capitalisn, individual 
property is not one of them. We must 
understand precisely what is meant by 
private property. Private pronerty can 
mean two things. Tirst it can mean the 
property of individual capitalists, in 
which case it was fundamentally abol- 
ished with the advent of joint-stock 
corporations and trusts as Marx and 
Engels point out. Secondly it can mean 
that the means of production are not 
owned by society as a whole, but by 4a 
small section of that society, 7.e. the 
capitalist class. The capitalists need 
not hold these means of production as 
individuals, but can hold them as a col- 
lective entity defending them as Engels 
said not only against the rest of society 
put against the attempted encroachments 
of various individual capitalists. 

Having now illustrated the definite 
possibility of capital existing as state 
capital, and thus putting aside the in- 
fantile argument that state property 
automatically rests on the vroletarian 
side of the barricades whether the pro- 
letariet has anything to do with its 
control or not, we can move on to the 
expression of various aspects of the 
capitalist economy within the Soviet 
Union, which is the major representative 
of state capsi.talist..cconomy. The Trot 
skyists have attempted although not 
with facts but assertions to prove that 
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Trade Unions Today is a regular feature of Workers' Truth. Future taeues will 
contain articles dealing with the problems faethg various individual trade un-~ 
tons as well as tesues relating to all trade unions. With our March tesue we be- 
gan the sertalization of an article by David Ross. This article which outlines 
the general perspectives of the Revolutionary Workers Group for the trade untons 
consists of four parts. The first part which was printed in the March tissue dealt 
with some of the misconceptions some younger workers have about trade unions and 
also dealt with the question of revolutionary syndicaliam. The second part which 
was printed in the April issue discussed the formation of the CIO during the 1930's 
and the role of soctalist. organizations in that process. It also outlined the | 

* ghanges which took place in the trade union movement in the fifties and the direc- 
tion in which the trade unions are headed today. The third part printed in thts 
issue takes up some of the alternatives provided by vartous soetalist groupings. 


The fourth part which will be printed in our June tssue will elaborate on our 


program for the trade untons. 


As we have stated, the 
only defense of working 
class gains today is a 
revolutionary defense. 
That is, the gains of the 
working class can only be 
defended in the context 
of the struggle for power 
through the overthrow, of 
the capitalist class and 
its state. As Rosa Lux- 
emburg said, "In the epoch 
of imperialism, the min- 
imum demand is socialism." 
The only revolutionary 
program for the trade 
unions is that put for- 
ward by the Revolution- 
ary Workers Group. Before 
discussing that program, 
however, we will first 
take a look at some of 
the other alternatives 
put forward by ostensibly 
revolutionary organiza* 
tions. We will deal with 
the trade union programs 
of three groups: the In- 
-ternational Soctalists 
(IS), the Workers League 
(WL) and the Spartacist 
League (SL). We will not 
deal with the Socialist 


Workers Party hecause it 
has virtually no trade 
union work. We will also 
not deal with the trade 
union approaches of the 
Communist Party, Revolu- 
tionary Union or October 
League (Marxist-Leninist) 
here. We will have ar- 
ticles in future issues, 
however, dealing with 
the role of the Communist 
Party in the trade un- 
ions and with Maoism and 
the trade union movement. 
The three positions 
put forward by the IS, 


WL and SL are as follows:. 


IS--revive trade union- 
ism; WL--build a labor 
party; SL--put forward a 
transitional program. 
While there are differ- 
ences in the approach of 
these three organizations 
(particularly between 

the Spartacist League 

and the former two organ- 
izations), in essence all 
rest more or less on one 
or another theory of 
spontaneism and obfecti- 
vism (the belief that 


. forward). All to one deg- 


objective conditions and 
the onrush of events will 
sweep the proletariat | 


ree.or another liquidate 
the necessity of the van- 
guard party of the work- 
ing class in the formation 
of revolutionary social- 
ist class consciousness , 
and in the leading of the 
working class to victory 
in the politteal struggle 
to overthrow the capital- 
ist state and the bour-- 
geoisie and go forward to 
the building of social-.- 
ism. None of these alter- 
natives can lead the work- 
ing class to victory. 
They can provide nothing 
but defeat and demorali- 
zation. It ‘is for this 
reason that they must be 
politically defeated and 
politically destroved as 
braking influences on the 
development of the class 
consciousness of the work- 
ing class and the strug 
gle to overthrow capital- 
ism. 

The basic position of 
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the International Social- 
ists vis-a-vis the trade 
unions is to struggle 
around basic shop-floor 
issues in order to revive 
trade unionism. The IS 
feels that in the United 
States, workers do not 
take an active enough 
part in trade union strug- 
gles like they did in the 
1930's. The IS further 
sees (correctly) that 

the trade union struggles 
of the '30's were mili- 
tant struggles carried 
out’ under the banner of 
trade unionism. Thus, 
they see the task of the 
revolutionary party as 
one of building broad 
caucuses around basic 
economic reforms as a 
step toward reviving the 
trade unionism of the 
"30's in the movement of 
the ‘70's. However, it 
was precisely the fact 
that the trade union 
struggles, and, in Fact, 
all working class strug- 
gles in the '30's, were 
carried out under the 
banner of trade unionism, 
and that there was no 
revolutionary Marxist 
party rooted in the work- 
ing class (like the Bol- 
sheviks in Russia of 1917) 
that we live today in a 
capitalist America, and 
not a socialist America! 
Trade unionism is a bour- 
geots ideology. It pre- 
supposes the existence of 
the ruling capitalist 
class and the ruled work- 
ing class as tneontro- 
verttible facts of life. 
It is precisely this 
which the IS wishes to 
revive. That is, in es- 
sence the IS tells the 
workers that in order 

for the working class 
movement of the 1970's 

to advance, it must first 
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redevelop and revive 
bourgeois ideology with- 
in the working class 
movement. This, however, 
is completely incorrect. 
It is precisely the sub- 
servience of the working 
class to bourgeois ideo- 
logy which exerts a brak- 
ing force on the ability 
of the working class to 
take up the struggle not 
simply for reforms of 
capitalism or for a big- 
ger piece of the econ- 
omic pie under capital- 
ism, but to take up the 
all-important struggle 
for the destruction of 
capitalism and the con- 
struction of a workers' 
republic and the build- 
ing of a socialist soci- 
ety. Trade unionism, no 
less so than other bour- 
geois ideologies within 
the working class move~ 
ment like nationalism and 
feminism, does not ad- 
vance the socialist 
struggle but hinders it. 
The working class must 
transcend trade unionism 
in order to reach a soc- 
talist class conscious- 
ness. While trade union 
conscious workers are 
more advanced than work- 
ers who do not see the 
need for banding togeth~ 
er against the capital- 
ists, these selfsame 
trade union conscious 
workers must be broken 
from that consciousness, 
which limits the strupg- 
gle to collective bar- 
gaining and reforms of 
capitalism. They must be 
won to a revolutionary 
class consciousness. This 
is the task of a revolu- 
tionary Marxist party, 
not instilling bourgeois 
ideology into the work- 
ing class. 

There is a name for the 


theories behind the IS's 
shop-floor caucuses. It is 
economism. The economists 
(of whom the IS is fore- 
most in the United States) 
hold that through strug- 
gle around purely econom- 
ic demands (the day~to- 
day "bread and butter" 
struggles of the working 
class) that workers will 
move on to make the revo- 
lution. It was against 

the earlier economist 
theories within the Rus- 
sian workers’ movement at 
the turn of the century 
that Lenin polemicized in 
What ts to be Done?, which 
has come down to us as 
probably the finest Marx- 
ist explication of the 
need of the revolutionary 
vanguard party and the 
role that it must play. 
Lenin points out that 
through confining the 
struggles of the working 
class to “bread and butter” 
issues, that the class as 
a whole can not go beyond 
the limits of trade union: 
consciousness. In order 
for the class as a whole 
(not simply a few indivi- 
duals here and there) to 
achieve revolutionary so- 
cialist class conscious- 
ness (which is complete 
class consciousness) it 

is necessary for the van- 
guard party to intervene 
with the revolutionary 
Marxist program. This pro- 
gram must be brought to 
the class from outside of 
the day to day economic 
struggles of the class. 
That is, the program is 
not developed spontan- 
eously from the economic 
struggle of the workers. 
It is necessary to bring 
this program into the econ- 
omic struggles of the 
working class in order to 
bring the class beyond 


. the level of pure econ- 
omic struggles to the 
revolutionary political 
struggle to overthrow the 
capitalist class and the 
state which rests upon 
that class. This is the 
role of the revolution- 
ary vanguard party. A 
role which the Interna- 
tional Socialists deny. 

While the Internation- 
al Socialists of the Un- 
ited States may pay lip 
service now and then to 
the trade union work of 
the Bolsheviks and Lenin's 
polemics in What is to be 
Done? (the IS view of 
bringing socialist con- 
sciousness to the class 
from outside the economic 
struggles being the sale 
of Workers' Power, the IS 
paper which contains more 
of the same economism 
found in their caucuses, 
outside the factories) 
their cothinkers across 
the Atlantic, the Inter- 
national Socialists of 
Great Britain, are more 
open in their opposition 
to a Leninist trade union 
policy. 

In Marxtem and the So- 
etology of Trade Untonism, 
a pamphlet published by 
the ISGB, Richard Hyman 
openly polemicizes against 
the Leninist view of trade 
unionism as being "“one~ 
sided" and “pessimistic. 
For instance, Hyman 
writes: 

In the light of the 

previous appraisal of 

Lenin's arguments, one 

question immediately 

suggests itseif: what 
sets the parameters of 
workers’ conception of 

"the minimum trade un- 

ionist demand of "a 

fair day's work for 2 

fair day's pay'''? if 

workers were to define 

'fairness' in terms of 


‘the full fruits of 
their labour', a demand 
which is superficially 
purely economic would 
have obvious revolu- 
tionary implications. 
As argued earlier, the 
level of. demands which 
can be accomodated var- 
ies according to the 
economic context. In 
some contexts, any de- 
mands for improvements 
are unrealisable: and 
in avy situation, there 
will be some point in 
excess of which demands 
are intolerable. The 
essence of the Trot- 
skyist conception of 
the ‘transitional de- 
mand' is precisely the 
assumption that a strug~ 
gie for objectively 
unattainable reforms 
will generate conscious- 
ness of the structural 
limitations of the cap- 
italist system. History 
permits this thesis at 
least a certain plaus- 
ibility. 
This is precisely the ec- 
onomist spontaneism 
against which Lenin and 
the Bolsheviks success- 
fully fought in pre-1917 
Russia. And it is precise- 
ly this economist spon- 
taneism which exists to 
one degree or another in 
all groups which trace 
their origins to Trotsky- 
ism and the Fourth In- 
ternational. 

Let us look at the 
self-styled Marxist di- 
alecticians of the Work- 
ers League. The WL pro- 
tests loudly against the 
IS type of economisnm 
with demands that the 
economic struggle must be 
raised to a political 
level. However, the WL's 
conception of "politics" 
is confined to the realm 


of bourgeois parltamentar~— 


ism. The WL constantly 
calls on the trade union 
bureaucrats to build a 
labor party. Such a labor 
party would have to be 
based on a socialist pro- 
gram according to the WL. 
And just what does. the WL 
see as a socialist program? 
We need only turn to their 
epic opus Manifesto: The 
Case For a Labor Party to 
find out: No Laws Against 
Unions: higher wages; 
jobs for ail--30 for 40: 
Peace: Better Living Con- 
ditions: radical tax re- 
form: fight racism: na-~ 
tionalization of industry. 
While the Workers League 
puts forward demands for 
reforms which would. help 
alleviate the day to day 
life of the working class, 
practically the entirety 
of its "socialist" labor 
party program can be found 
in the closets of most of 
the world's already exist- 
ing Labor and Social-Demo- 
cratic Parties, not to 
mention the DeLeonist So- 
cialist Labor Party here 
in the U.S. 

Basically what the Work~ 
ers League puts forward 
is what could be termed 
"nolitical economism." 
That is, the WL takes a4 
reformist economist pro- 
gram not qualitatively 
different from that es- 
poused by the IS and wraps 
it up in a bourgeois-par- 
liamentarian oriented la- 
bor varty and calls that 
Marxist politics. However, 
the working class has no 
need for a labor varty of 
the kind which the Workers 
League wants. Nor, for 
that matter, does it need 
a labor party of any sort, 
except the revolutionary 
vanguard party. The party 
which the WL calls for 
would of necessity be a 
reformist party. Such a 
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party would tmmediately 
come into conflict with 
the revolutionary party. 
Trotskyists and Pabloists 
to the contrary notwith- 
standing, the two organ- 
izations could not "peace- 
fully coexist" (in the 
political sense). It 
would be the task of the 
revolutionary party to 
politically destroy the 
labor party as an effec- 
tive force within the 
working class. We defy 
the Workers League to 
show us one passage from 
the writings of Lenin, 
the pre-1921 Bolshevik 
Party or the first two 
congresses of the Comin- 
tern which call for the 
construction of any other 
party than the revolution- 
ary communist vanguard 
party in any country. 

The major difference 
in trace union work be- 
tween the WL and the IS 
which has recently assert- 
ed itself is before which 
part of trade unionism 
to prostrate the working 
class. The IS demands 
that speed-up and work- 
ing conditions must be 
the be-all and end-all of 
a revolutionary program, 
while the WL asserts 
that wage demands are 
the crux of a revolution- 
ary Marxist opposition 
in the trade untons. 

Like the IS (only less 
honestly) the WL negates 
the role of the vanguard 
party as anything more 
than an upper of the ante 
on wage demands and the 
conductor of the "Build 

A Labor Party Now, George" 
chorus! 

If the economist pro- 
gram which the WL puts 
forward in its Mantfesto 
and in its front group 
Trade Union Alliance for 


@ PAGE 22 


a Labor Party is not 
enough to convince one of 
its reformist intentions, 
then its ravings about 
Wallace and Watergate 
should be. During the 
Democratic primaries in 
the spring of 1972 the 
Workers League (as always) 
a labor party. Why? To 
defeat George Wallace. 
When Wallace was out of 
the race they continued 
to demand a labor party. 
Why? The Democratic Party 
is in a state of virtual 
collapse. The only way to 
defeat Nixon is to form 
a labor party. This was 
epitomized in the Octo- 
ber 30, 1972 headline of 
a Workers League Politi- 
cal Committee statement 
on the expansion of the 
Bulletin, newspaper of 
the WL, which reads as 
follows (remember this is 
before the election and 
no ‘labor party" is any~ 
where in sight): 

Bulletin Expands to 
Lead Anti~Nixon Fight 
Today the WL, forgetting 
that the U.S. Congression- 
al-Presidential system is 

somewhat different than 
European parliaments, 
demands that labor force 
Nixon to resign: No doubt 
they expect new general 
elections following such 
an act. At the risk of 
being labelled American 
chauvinists, allow us to 
point out to the Comrades 
of the Workers League 
that this is not England. 
The Spartacist League, 
unlike the Workers League 
and the International 
Socialists, is not a 
reformist organization. 
It is a centrist organi- 
zation. That is, it vac- 
illates between reform 
and revolution. We view 
the Spartacist League as 


a "left" centrist group- 
ing, because, in general, 
its revolutionary impulses 
(confused as they may be) 
tend to dominate over its 
reformist appetites. How- \ 
ever, like all Trotskyist 
and Trotsky-oriented 
groupings, the SL has 

been unable to break from 
spontaneism and economism, 
despite its protestations 
to the contrary. Aside 
from its fundamentally 
orthodox Trotskyist cen- 
trism, the SL has come up 
with some uniquely bizarre 
positions of its own. The 
most striking of which is 
its demand for a labor 
party based on the Tran- 
sitional Program. Now it 
just so happens that the 
SL is also based on the 
Transitional Program. Thus, 
as soon as the Transition- 
al Program-based Labor 
Party came into existence, 
it should logically fuse 
with the Transitional 
Program-based Spartacist 
League. This merely re- 
affirms our position that 
either a labor party must 
be an umbrella-type elec- 
toral coalition based on 
a reformist program or it 
must move along a course 
of fusion with one or 
another of the ostensibly 
revolutionary organiza- 
tions. 

The SL claims to have 
an orientation of build- 
ing independent communist 
caucuses within the trade 
unions, based on the 
Transitional Program. This 
approach is wroug on two 
counts: 1) communists do 
not build independent 
caucuses in the trade un- 
ions, they build commun- 
ist fractions in the un- 
ions which function as 
caucuses Vis~q-vts trade 
union politics; 2) the 


Transitional Program is 
not a communist program. 
First, on the question 
of independent caucuses, 
we would defy the SL to 
show us where the Bolshe- 
viks or the early commun- 
ist movement called for 
the building of caucuses 
independent of the party 
apparatus. Communists 
build fractions of the 
party in the trade un- 
ions. These fractions 
then function as caucuses 
within the trade unions. 
However, they do not 
function independently 
of the party. They func- 
tion under the direct 
control of the party both 
politically and organi- 
zationally. In the Theses 
on the Trade Unton Move- 
ment, Factory Counctls, 
and the Communist Inter- 
nattonal adopted by the 
second Comintern congress 
in 1929 we find: 
...communists must form 
communist party frac- 
tions in all trade un- 
ions and factory com- 
mittees and with their 
help take over and lead 
the trade union move- 
ment. 
Nowhere in this revolu- 
tionary document is there 
any mention of building 
caucuses independent of 
the party and the narty 
fractions. Such a caucus 
would either have to di~ 
lute its program at the 
urging of less conscious 
workers (or else provoke 
a split by the party 
fraction and its support- 
ers) or it would have to 
be nothing more than a 
case of maintaining a 
democratic facade while 
the real decisions would 
be made by the party. 
Communists have no need 
for sham-democracy. If 
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an organization is going 
to be independent of the 
party then it must be 
truly independent. How- 
ever, such an organiza~ 
tion is not the vehicle 
for bringing communist 
politics into the trade 
unions. Only a fraction 
of the party bound by the 
democratically decided 
positions of the party 
can carry out that task. 
We have no desire to 
build half-way houses 
where the party does its 
work while the half-way 
house plays the role of 
the vanguard within the 
union itself. In order 
for a trade union caucus 
to be effective it must 
have a single line at all 
times. The only way to 
assure this is to have 
the entire caucus be mem- 
bers of the democratic- 
centralist vanguard party 
of the working class. 
Just as the SL's organ- 
izational intervention in 
the trade unions is not 
a communist intervention, 
likewise its political 
intervention is not a 
communist intervention. 
The SL stands on the 
Transitional Program of 
Leon Trotsky and uses 
this as the programmatic 
basis for its interven- 
tion in the trade unions. 
In defining a transition- 
al vrogram Trotsky refer- 
red to the minimum (re- 
form) program and the 
maximum (revolution) pro- 
gram. Trotsky bemoaned 
the fact that ''Between 
the minimum and maximum 
program no bridge exist- 
ed." He further maintain~ 
ed that "This bridge 
("between~present demands 
and the socialist program 
of the revolution") should 
include a system of tran- 


stttonal demands, stemming 
from today's conditions 
and from today's conscious- 
ness of wide layers of the 
working class and unalter- 
ably leading to one final 
conclusion: the conquest 
of power by the proletar- 
iat." Here we have a com 
plete denial of Lenin's 
thesis in What ts to be 
Done? that there is no 
middle ideology between 
trade unionist conscious- 
ness and revolutionary 
socialist consciousness. 
Along with the half-way 
house caucuses the Trot~ 
skyists of the Spartacist 
League offer the working 
class a half-way house 
menu: the Transitional 
Program. The attempt to 
build a programmatic 
bridge between the program 
of Social-Democratic re- 
form and the program of 
socialist revolution must 
end up in a program of 
centrism. And that is pre- 
cisely what the Transi- 
tional Program is, for 
there is no other realm 
between reform and revo- 
lution. And that is pre- 
cisely where Trotsky, the 
SL and their Transitional 
Program stand as they wend 
their way back and forth 
along their bridge (con- 
tinuum as the ISGB would 
have it) between reform- 
ist trade union conscious- 
ness and socialist revo- 
jution. 
"Not sot" says the in- 
dignant SL. "The Transi- 
tional Program is a pro- 
gram ‘unalterably leading 
to one final conclusion: 
the conauest of power by 
the proletariat.‘ Thank 
you, Comrades spontaneists. 
Where is there a plank in 
your trade union platform 
for a workers' republic 
which clearly shows the 
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necessity of the over- 
throw of capitalism? 
Where is there a call for 
the building of an in- 
ternational communist 
party, without which 
there can be no ‘conquest 
of power by the proletar- 
iat"? The entire concep- 
tion behind the Transi- 
tional Program is one of 
economist spontaneism. 
Have the workers struggle 
around something that 
would improve their live- 
lihood and after having 
been beaten back enough, 
they will see the reality 
that these transitional 
demands can only be 
achieved through socialist 
revolution. However, af- 
ter being beaten back 
enough to spontaneously 
come to this conclusion 
(the SL supported cau- 
cuses certainly aren't 
going to make a point of 
this) the working class 
will be in no shape to 
carry out the task. 
Elsewhere in the Tran- 
sitional Program Trotsky 
writes in reference to 
the economic demands for 
a sliding scale of wages 
and hours: 
If capitalism is in- 
capable of satisfying 
the demands inevitably 
arising from the cala- 
mities generated by 
itself, then let it per- 
ish. "realizability" 
or “‘unrealizability"” is 
in the given instance 
a question of the rela~ 
tionship of forces, 
which can be decided 
only by the struggle. 
By means of this strug- 
gle, no matter what its 
immediate practical 
successes may be, the 
workers will best come 
to understand the nec- 
essity of liquidating 
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capitalist slavery. 
But this flies in the 
face of Leninism! The 
economic struggle, no 
matter who escalated the 
demands, does not lead 
the workers .o see the 
necessity oi destroying 
capitalism, z.e. it does 
not lead them to a revo- 
lutionary consciousness. 
It is not by means of 
struggle that the work- 
ers come to understand 
the need for revolution. 
The struggle merely breaks 
the ground and makes them 
more receptive to the 
ideas of the vanguard. 
However, it is the direct 
intervention of the van- 
guard party on the sub- 
jective level that leads 
the working class to this 
conciusion. We.refer here 
to Lenin's What ts to be 
Done? (which oddly enough 
the SL quotes in a polen- 


ic with the Workers League): 


The economic struggle 
merely “impels” the 

workers to realize the 
government's attitude 


toward the working class. 


Consequently, however 
much we may try to “lend 
the economic struggle 
itself a political 
character,'' we shall 
never be able to deve- 
lop the political con- 
sciousness of the work- 
ers (to the level of 
social-democratic po- 
litical consciousness) 
by keening within the 
framework of the econ- 
omic struggle, for that 
framework is too nar- 
row. 
In polemicizing against 
the economism of the WL 
in the April 27 issue of 
Workers Vanguard, the SL 
outlines its own econom- 
ism: 
Transitional demands 


begin with the concrete 
needs of the class (for 
instance, a struggle 
against the killing 
overtime, unemployment, 
inflation and dangerous 
working conditions), 
(all oddly enough are 
economic areas--D.R.) 
and formulate an alter- 
native which directly 
leads to an attack on 
the system itself (slid- 
ing scale of wages and 
hours, workers control 
of production), linking 
this explicitly to the 
struggle for power 
(workers party and 
workers government). 
By workers party does the 
SL mean the revolutionary 
party which is what the 
early Comintern meant when 
it talked of building a 
workers party? No, it means 
“a workers party based on 
the trade unions." However, 
it should be clear to any 
Leninist that the struggle 
fer state power can only 
be led by a revolution- 
ary party which represents 
the vanguard of the class. 
The only power which a 
pacty based on the trade 
unions can struggle for 
is governmental power 
within the confines of 
the bourgeois state. 
However, enough of the 
epontaneist and economist 
nature of the SL's Tran- 
sitional Program. Let's 
look at some real live 
work in the trade unions 
which the SL deems worthy 
of its support. One such 
caucus is the Militant- 
Solidarity Caucus of the 
National Maritime Union. 
In the October 1972 Work- 
ers Vanguard the SL wrote 
the following about this 
caucus: 
The NMU Militant-Soli- 
darity Caucus represents 


the kind of leadership 
which must develop in 
the trade unions to- 
day, for the working 
class to free itself 
from the quagmire of 
bureaucratic betrayals. 

Such a leadership must 

consctously carry for- 

ward the international, 
revolutionary working~ 
class program of Marx, 

Lenin and Trotsky in 

order to transform 

rank-and-file militan- 

cy into a struggle for 

working-class power. 
Perhaps the MSC is carry- 
ing forward the program 
of Trotsky, but it is 
certainly not carrying 
forward the program of 
Marx and Lenin. We do 
not have access to any 
copies of The Beacon 
(caucus paper of the MSC) 
later than February 1972. 
However, in this issue 
the program of the MSC 
is put forward and in our 
estimation it is not fun- 
damentally better than 
the TUALP-WL program. It 
covers a few more non- 
economic issues,but its 
fundamentally character 
is left sociai-democratic. 
In fact, in February 1972 
its program did not even 
call for a workers’ gov- 
ernment, let alone a work- 
ers’ republic! While it 
is true that today the 
MSC calls for a workers’ 
government, the absence 
of this slogan did not 
stop the SL from uncri- 
tically supporting the 
MSC even in February of 
1972. 

The May 1973 issue of 
Class Struggle, newspaper 
of the Class Struggle 
League, a small Trotsky- 
ist grouping which spends 
its time chasing the SL's 
coat-tails while furious- 
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ly maintaining that it is 
doing no such thing, 
makes a telling criticism 
of the SL (and unwitting- 
ly at the same time of the 
CSL). Clase Struggle 
points out: 
The MSC program also 
calls for a workers 
government. Unless the 
MSC explains who will 
run the state, this de- 
mand is abstract and 
meaningless. Revolu- 
tionists are of course 
for a workers govern- 
ment in a workers state, 
while social democrats, 
Stalinists and other 
reformists and centrists 
often call for a work- 
ers government to look 
over things for a bour- 
geots state. To cail 
for a workers govern- 
ment without explain- 
ing the precise meaning 
of the term for the 
MSC (are they for soc- 
ialism or capitalism?) 
is too ambiguous. 
(No doubt not wanting to 
be ambiguous, the CSL 
cutlines a program for 
caucuswork in the steel 
industry elsewhere in 
the same issue and does 
not even mention the 
terms workers’ govern- 
ment, workers' republic 
or workers’ state in its 
caucus program!) Never- 
theless, the criticism 
of the SL and of the MSC 
is indeed a telling one. 
The reformist nature of 
the way that the slogan 
is put forward by the 
MSC and by the SL in its 
trade union approach is 
the fact that the workers 
party linked with the 
slogan of a workers gov- 
ernment is not a revolu- 
tionary party but a party 
based on the trade un- 
ions. Such a party can 


not form a workers gov- 
ernment in a workers 
state; it can only forn 
a “workers government to 
look after things in a 
bourgeots state." 

For years the term 
workers’ government has 
had a highly ambiruous 
if not onenly reformist 
nature. We say as did 
Amadeo Bordiga, one of 
the founders of the 
Italian Communist move- 
ment, that if workers' 
government is simply a 
pseudonym for dictator- 
shiv of the proletariat 
or a workers’ republic, 
then we can accept it 
critically, although it 
smacks of opportunism. 
Fowever, if it means 
anything else, we are 
completely opposed to it. 
For this reason we coun- 
tervose the slogan "For 
a Workers’ Renubliés" It 
is clear from this slogan 
what the class nature of 
the state would be. Thus, 
as the CSL and ourselves 
have pointed out, the 
program of the MSC is cer- 
tainly not a full com- 
munist program (which is 
not to say that the trade 
union program of the CSL 
is a communist program. 
It isn't). Some supporters 
of the MSC might say that 
it is impossible to raise 
a full communist program 
within the NMU. If that 
is so, then communists 
should work "underground" 
recruiting by ones and 
twos and putting themselv- 
es forward as the most 
militant fighters for 
the rights of the union 
membership both against 
the bosses and the bureau- 
crats. They should not 
organize a caucus on 
something less than a 
full communist vrogram 
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simply for the sake of 
having a caucus. And by 
ao means should they 
jyave any pretentions of 
sroviding "consistent 
communist leadership of 
chat union.” Consistent 
comminist leadership can 
mly be provided by com- 
aunists functioning as 
rommunists with a com- 
mntst program under the 
lirection of the revolu- 
zionary communist van- 
juard party. If the cau- 
sus work of the Militant- 
Solidarity Caucus is the 
vind of work which the 
ipartacist League sup- 
sorts and would carry 
SUL in the unions, then 
all of its hiostering in 
Yorkers Vanguard? abiut 
»uilding communist cau- 
cuses is a sham and a 
farce. 

Marx and Engels wrote 
in The Communist Manit- 
feato:: 

The Communists disdain 

to conceal their views 

and aims. They openly 
declare that their ends 
car be attained only 
by the forcible over- 
throw of all existing 
social conditions. Let 
the ruling classes 
tremble at a Communis~ 
tic revolution. The 


preleterians have 
nething to lose but 
their chains. They 
have a world to win. 
WORKING MEN OF ALL 
COUNTRIES, UNITE! 
Whether aims be conceal- 
ed by an International 
Socialists or Workers 
League caucus blanket. 
or 2 Spartacist League 
caucus vetl, the role of 
the communist vanguard 
is shirked. To simply 
label a caucus Marxist 
or communist does not 
make it such. Only a 
caucus based on a full 
communist program, the 
program of the Revolu- 
tinnary Workers Croup, 
can claim to besa com- 
munist caucus. 
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tor do rot extend to post- 
al vorKkers the irfieht to 
strike, the Pastal Ser- 
vice learned in 1979 that 
its emlovees can take 
appropriate eranamic ace 
tion “when fit hecomes nec- 
essary." (Mat Lhardten, 
March-Anril? 1°79) 

And where were the untfon 
hureancrats Vike Tonnte 
Tohnson fn 1979? Ptohe 
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Frant cover of the sane 
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surrounded happtly hv 

the agents of the Post] 
Service and the canital— 
fst grovernment. 

a 
here's a tip of the bour- 
geois weekly MS Moma A 
Wor? A Peport: 


>» Taking a gun to work. Ii an em- 
ployer wants to prohibit his em- 
ployes from carrying firearms into 
the plant, he should announce a rule 
to that effect. That was the finding 
of an arbitrator, who ordered a 
worker reinstated to his job because 
he never saw a company rule barz ing 
firearms. The rule had been postec 
for three weeks several years before 
the worker came on the job, but it 
iad not been published since his 
mployment. 


FOR A 
WORKERS’ 
REPUBLIC! 


FROM THE STATE! 


THE TRADE UNIONS! 
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JOBS FOR ALL! 


«* ORGANIZE THE UNORGANIZED AND THE 


‘ UNEMPLOYED! 
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* DEMOCRATIC RANK-AND~FILE CONTROL OF 


* NO SUPPORT TO CAPITALIST GOVERNMENTS! 
}* INTERNATIONAL WORKING CLASS SOLIDAR- 


i* A SLIDING SCALE OF WAGES AND HOURS-- 


i* ARMED WORKERS' DEFENSE GUARDS! 
* END THE SPECIAL OPPRESSION OF WOMEN! 


ra aie n See Ter Sy 


Revolutionary Workers Group Program for the Trade Unions 
q* INDEPENDENCE OF THE TRADE UNIONS 


* END THE SPECIAL OPPRESSION OF BLACKS,@ 
LATINS AND OTHER MINORITIES! 

* END COMPANY-CONTROLLED SENIORITY 
SYSTEMS--FULL RIGHTS FOR YOUNG 
WORKERS : 

* NATIONALIZATION OF ALL INDUSTRY, 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. UNDER THE 
COLLECTIVE CONTROL OF THE ENTIRE 
WORKING CLASS! 

* BUILD THE INTERNATIONAL PARTY OF 
REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS (FIFTH 
INTERNATIONAL) ! 

* A WORKERS' REPUBLIC! 


Me@VOIUTION and — | 
ution -———— 


Counter-Revo 


in 
Russia part Two 


by David Ross 


With this issue we continue 
the sertaltaation of the pam- 
phiet Revolution and Counter~ 
Revolution in Russia. Ths 
pamphlet outlines the rise 
and fall of the proletarian 
dictatorship tn Russia. 1971 
was the turning point in this 


process. 


19?1 marks a watershed in the history 
of the Soviet Union. It is the year 
that capitalism was restored, the 
preletarian dictatorship defeated and 
the Soviet Unton ceased to be a work- 
ers' state. 

In 1922 (we incorrectly ascribed 
this writing to 1923 in From Trote’y- 
tom te Mareism) Vorkers' Truth wrote: 

The NEP, ¢.¢., the rebirth of nor- 

mal capitalistic relations and in- 

tensive economic differentiation 
among the peasantry, intensified by 
the famine of 1929-21, has contri- 
huted to the pronounced growth of 
the big kulak stratum in the Russtan 
village, The small-scale, unorgan- 
ized character of peasant farming, 
together with the disruption of the 
means of communication, makes it 
definite that commercial capital wil! 
have a dominant role in the immed- 
jate future. At the same time the 
state is growing in influence as the 
representative of the nation-wide 
interests of capital and as the mere 
directing apparatus of politteal ad- 
ministration and economic regulation 
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by the organizer intelligentsia. 
The proletariat--hroken un in conse- 
nnenee of the destruction of industry: 
weakened by losses, the detaching Chy 
bourgeots captivation) of part of the 
most. active elements, and: ideoloztcal 
confuston: and lacking. a proletarian 
party and revolutionary workers’ or- 
ganizations of its own-=is iIneapahble 
of playing any influential role... {1) 
While the Yew Feenomic Policy was not 
the rebirth of capitalist economic re- 
lations, it was the rebirth of normal, 
t.e. lepal capitalist economic relations, 
As we wrote in Prom Trotshutsm to Mann- 
tem: 
The New Economic Policy was the legal- 
{sation of the restoration of private 
capitalist production. While the Bol- 
sheviks described the NFP as a tac- 
tical retreat dictated by events, it 
actually represented a principled re- 
treat, a programmatic crossing of 
class lines. If events dictated the 
restoration of canitalist property, 
which they partially did in the form 
of the black market and peasant cap- 
italism, then the task of revolution- 
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aries was to begin organising the 
workers exploited by those relations 
to overthrow them. The Bolsheviks, 
under the leadership of Lenin and 
Trotsky, chose instead to remain in 
power by administering capitalism. 
The workers’ state itself underwent 
a qualitative transformation in 1921: 
it became an instrument for defending 
bourgeois relations. That is, it be- 
came a bourgeois state. (2) 
While the lack of a successful socialist 
revolution in the west made it inevit- 
able that the proletarian dictatorship 
would go down to defeat in Russia, it 
did not mean that there was only one 
way for that defeat to occur. In 1921 
there were two choices before the Bol- 
shevik Party and the Soviet Government: 
struggle and go down fighting, or cap- 
itulate. The Balsheviks chose the lat~ 
ter. However, before dealing with the 
Bolshevik reaction to the revival of 
capitalism in the Soviet Union, we must 
first look at how and why that revival 
occurred, 
In The Revolution Betrayed Trotsky 
quotes Marx as saying: 
A development of the productive for- 
ces is the absolutely necessary 
practical premise (of Communism), 
because without it want is general- 
ized, and with want the struggle for 
necessities begins again, and that 
means that all the old crap must re- 
vive. (3) 
Trotsky of course drew totally differ- 
ent conclusions from Marx's words than 
we do. Trotsky thought that when all 
the old crap revived it would only re- 
vive in the sphere of distribution and 
not production, but that is not "all 
the old crap" but only "part of the old 
crap. We believe that on the contrary, 
as Marx wrote, “all the old crap must 
revive,‘' and all that old crap is cap- 
italism. However, before something re- 
vives it must be dead. That is, in or~ 
der for capitalism to revive and come 
again into power it must have once been 
defeated and kept out of power. In or- 
der to understand the qualitative 
change in Soviet society in 1921, we 
must understand, not only the Marxist 
conception of the state, but also the 
Marxist analysis of the development of 
the bourgeoisie. For, in actuality, the 


working class was net defeated by a 
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bourgeois counter-revolution in 1921 in 
the sense that the old bourgeoisie re- 
turned to power. On the contrary, it was 
defeated at the hands of a new bourgeois 
class which had developed out of the 
backwardness and generalized want of the 
Soviet economy, or as we wrote in From 
Trotskyism to Marxtsm: 

Small scale capitalist relations sprung 

up like weeds on the back of the deen- 

going social crisis. (4) 

We will here deal with the development 
of the bourgeoisie and further on with 
the question of the state. In The Com- 
muntst Mantfesto Marx and Engels write: 

Ali the preceding classes that got 

the upper hand sought to fortify their 

already acauired status by subject- 

ing society at large to their condi- 
tions of appropriation. The proletar- 
ians cannot become masters of the pro- 
ductive forces of society, excent by 
abolishing their own previous mode of 
appropriation, and thereby also every 
other vrevious mode of appropriation. 

They have nothing of their own to se- 

cure and fortify; their mission is to 

destroy all previous securities for, 
and insurances of, individual rrover- 

ty. 8) 

Thus, in discussing the pronertyless- 
ness of the proletariat, Marx and Engels 
point out that the bourgeoisie, like 
all other previous ruline classes deve- 
loped its social power before it deve- 
loped its political power. For instance 
in England, by 1642 the bourgeoisie was 
already socially the most powerful 
class. What was necessary was for them 
to break out of the bonds of the feudal 
political power in order to develop 
themselves and their own mode of pro- 
duction and appropriation. 

Such was the case in the Soviet Union. 
The new bourgeoisie of Nepmen (before 
the NEP these elements were the commer- 
cial operators of the black market) and 
the kulaks. In fact the analogy is quite 
close to that of the English revolution 
of 1642. The difference being that the 
victory of the bourgeoisie in England 
was progressive while the victory of 
the bourgeoisie in the Soviet Union was 
reactionary. However, in both cases the 
bourgeoisie was based on commercial and 
agrarian canitai. In both cases the 
bourgeoisie took power from a class 
which had been greatly weakened throurh 


previous wars. In both cases the bour- 
geoisie became socially powerful before 
it achieved political power. And most 
importantly in both cases the bourgeois 
state retained many of the forms of 

the old state while introducing a new 
content into them (Parliament, includ- 
ing the House of Lords in England: So~ 
victs in the Soviet Union). 

The social development of the new 
bourgeoisie in the Soviet Union meant 
that either a struggle for power would 
occur or the proletariat would “roll 
over and play dead.'' The latter occur- 
red. The two choices facing the Soviet 
Republic and the proletarian vanguard, 
the Bolshevik Party, were a struggle 
against the new bourgeois elements and 
a new war, which unlike the previous one 
would really in content as well as form 
be a civil war (a war which the prole- 
tariat would most likely have lost) and 
complete capitulation and the reintro- 
duction of capitalism. The Bolsheviks 
chose the latter, thus making it anpear 
that a peaceful transition to capital- 
ism had occurred with no change in the 
state apparatus. However, such was not 
the case. The transition was not total- 
ly peaceful and the apparatus of the 
Soviet state did not remain intact in 
content, which for Marxists is more 
important than form. 

By the end of 1920 the Red Army had 
on the whole been demobilized. The 
workers left the army and either wan- 
dered through the country or eventually 
returned to the factories. It was dur- 
ing this period that Trotsky was at- 
tempting to institute militarization of 
labor but was soundly rebuffed by the 
Bolshevik trade union leaders. The only 
place where militarization of labor 
actually took place on any significant 
scale was in turning idle regiments of 
the Red Army into workforces. Actually 
rather than this being a militariza- 
tion of labor, it was more a laboriza- 
tion of the military. 

The end of the war in 1920 did not 
bring victory on all "fronts" for the 
Soviet government. The economy of the 
Soviet Republic was in a shambles. 
Without aid from the West the dictator- 
ship of the proletariat in Russia was 
doomed. With the virtual cessation of 
large-scale industry most of the pro- 
letariat had gone into the Red Army. 


Many of the finest elements of the Rus- 
sian working class had died defending 
the Soviet Republic from the White 
Guards. Of those elements who remained 
politically active by the winter of 
1920-21 many were turning toward the 
Mensheviks, Social-Revolutionaries and 
anarcho-syndicalist grounings for lead- 
ership. The errors of the Bolshevik 
Party and the continuation in those er- 
rors had led to a loss of faith in them 
by the working class. Of course, it must 
be pointed out that by this time the 
loss of faith wes mutual, the Bolshevik 
leadership having lost its faith in the 
working class. While many elements with~ 
in the working class remained political- 
ly active, the Russian working class in 
1921 was not the same as the Russian 
working class in 1917. Its finest cadres 
had been decimated. It had been virtual- 
ly cut off from nroduction. And most 
importantly it had sunk into a politi- 
cal coma and apathy which was the oppo- 
site of its consciousness in 1917. That 
is, it had lost its class conscious 
ness, it ceased to exist as 4 class~-for- 
itself. As conditions were not ripe 

for the immediate transition to social- 
ism, the class-for-itself could not 
simply integrate into socialist class- 
less society. Such is not the case when 
conditions are not rive for the buiid- 
ing of socialism (even in one advanced 
country conditions are not ripe for the 
building of socialism). Thus, since the 
Soviet Union cculd not progress to 
classless society some class would have 
to assert its dictatorship over the rest 
of society. As there are only two major 
forces in modern society: capital and 
labor, one of these had to take the helm 
of the state. As labor was in no shape 
to maintain its dictatorship, it fell to 
capital to reassert its dictatorship. 
Thus, the embryonic bourgeoisie which. 
had “grown like weeds cn the back of 

the social crisis’ rose to power over 
the deflated, discouraged, apathetic 

and unconscious (in the sense of class 
consciousness) proletariat. 

While it is true that the working 
class in its entirety was not "unclass” 
conscious (this is also true of the Un- 
ited States), and that there were strikes 
and struggles against the reintroduc- 
tion of capitalism through the NEP, the 
condition of the class as a whole was 
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one of exhaustion. Deutscher writes in 

The Prophet Armed: 
by 1921 the Russian working class had 
proved itself incapable of exercis- 
ing its own dictatorship. It could 
not even exercise control over those 
who ruled in its own name. Having 
exhausted itself in the revolution 
and the civil war, it had almost 
ceased to exist as a political fac- 
tor...Yet after the paroxysms of en- 
ergy and their titanic struggles of 

1917-21 all classes of Russian soci- 
ety seemed to relapse into a deep 
coma.... (6) 

Trotsky writes in The Revolutton Be- 
trayed: 

...intervention followed interven- 
tion. The revolution got no direct 
help from the West. Instead of the 
expected prosperity of the country 
an ominous destitution reigned for 
long. Moreover, the outstanding rep- 
resentatives of the working class 
either died in the civil war, or rose 
a few steps higher and broke away 
from the masses. And thus after an 
unexampled tension of forces, hopes 
and illusions, there came a long per- 
iod of weariness, decline and sheer 
disappointment in the results of the 
revolution. The ebb of the "plebian 
pride” made room for a flood of pu-~- 
sillanimity and careerism. The new 
commanding caste rose to its place 
upon this wave. 

The demobilization of the Red Army 
of five million played no small role 
in the formation of the bureaucracy. 
The victorious commanders assumed 
leading posts in the local Soviets, 
in economy, in education, and they 
persistently introduced everywhere 
that regime which had ensured suc- 
cess in the civil war. Thus on all 
sides the masses were pushed away 
gradually from actual participation 
in the leadership of the country. (7) 

We would of course disagree with Trot- 
sky's statement “The new commanding 


easte rose to its place upon this wave.” 


However, there is nothing wrong with 
his citation of the facts of the state 
of the proletariat. 

The Workers' Truth wrote in its ap- 
peal of 1922: 

...The working class of Russia is 


PAGE 30 


=_— 7 


‘disonganized: confusion reirens in the 


minds of the workers: are they in a 
country of the “dictatorship of the 
proletariat," as the Communist Party 
untirinely reiterates by word of mouth 
and in the press? Or are they in a 
country of arbitrary rule and exploi- 
tation, es life tells them at every 
step? The workine class is leadins a 
miserable existence at a time when the 
new bourreoisie (t.e., the responsi- 
ble functionaries, plant directors, 
heads of trusts, chairmen of execu- 
tive committees, etc.) and the Nenmen 
live in luxury and recall in our mem- 
ory the picture of the life of the 
bourgeoisie of ali times. And again 
lone and difficult years of the struc- 
gle for existence lies ahead. But the 
more complicated the circumstances, 
the more clarity and organization are 
necessary for the strug7line prole- 
tariat. To introduce class clarity 
into the ranks of the working class of 
Russia, to aid in every way the or- 
ganization of the revolutionary pow- 
ers of the strugrline proletariat -- 
this is our task... 

The Communist Party, which during the 
years of the revolution was a party 
of the workine class, has become the 
ruling party, the party of the organ- 
izers and directors of the rovern- 
mental apparatus and economic life 
on capitalistic lines, with the ren- 
eral backwardness and lack of organ- 
ization of the working class. The 
party has more and more lost its tie 
and community with the proletariat. 

The Russian Communist Party has be- 
come the party of the organizer in- 
telligentsia. The abyss between the 
Russian Communist Party and the work- 
ine class is getting deeper and deep- 
er... (we would disarree with the tim- 
ine of the Workers’ Truth. While we 
agree that the abyss was setting deep- 
er, it is our opinion that quantity 
did not become quality, t.e. the RCP 
did not become a bourgeois party un- 
til 1924.--D.R.) 

..-The proletariat--broken up in 
consequence of the destruction of in- 
dustry; weakened by losses, the de- 
taching (by bourreois captivation) of 
part of the most active elements, and 
ideological confusion; and lackinr a 


continued on page 33 


LEPCNMLUESD UF 


LIC ANOUULULIUN 


The Origins of May Day 


laa a9 nT 4 Pe : 
Arahives of the Revolution is a regular feature of Worters!’ Truth, 


by Rosa Luxemburg 


Tach menth we 


reprint for the benefit of our readers part or all of a narticular speech, article 
or decument from the vast and rich heritare of the revolutionary Marxist movement, 


In this issue we reprint Rosa Luxembure's 


mt 


r 


he Ontrtns of May Nay. May Nay hegan 


as a working class day of strupale around the efght-hour dav. Teday the capitalist 
rulers throughout the world have attempted to co-opt May Rav to their own henefit. 


In Russia massive parades of soldiers, 


tanks and missiles are held tn the new not 


a A pee Bs , 
so ‘red Red Square in order to show off the rflitary might of the Russian state 


capitalists. In the United 


States May Day has been changed to Law Ray or Lovalty 
Day and the first Menday in September has been designated Tahor Nay. 


Vowever, if 


is not a day of struggle, hut a day of beer and hasehall feanttalise America's 


answer to aneient Rone's 


bread and circuses). This article hy 


hy Rosa Luxemburg ont- 


lines the real origins of May Day and the character that May av must. ance again 


take on, 


The inspired thought of introducing a proletarian 
holiday as a means of obtaining the eight-hour 
working day first originated in Australia. As early as 
the year 1856, the workers there resolved to cali 
for one day of complete work stoppage; the day 
to be spent in meetings and entertainment instead 
—as a demonstration for the eight-hour day. The 
21st of April was designated as this holiday. In 
the beginning, the Australian workers thought of 
instituting such a holiday but once, in the year 
1856. But even this first celebration made such a 
great impression on the proletarian masses of 
Australia that it was decided to repeat the holiday 
annually. 

As a matter of fact, what else could give the 
working people greater courage and confidence in 
their powers than a mass work stoppage of their 
own volition? What could give greater courage to 
the eternal slaves of the factories and workshops 
than the mustering of their own forces? Therefore 
the idea of the proletarian holiday was accepted 
very quickly and began to spread from Australia 
to other countries, until it conquered the entire 
proletarian world. 

The first to follow the example of the Australian 
workers were the Americans. They designated the 
first of May as the day of general work stoppage 
in the year 1886. On this day, 200,000 of them 
left work and demanded the eight-hour day. Later, 
the persecutions of the government prevented the 
workers for a number of years to repeat this 
demonstration. However, in the year 1888 they 

renewed their decision and designated the first of 
May of 1890 as the next holiday. 

In the meantime, the labor movement in Europe 


had developed greatly and become infused witi 
new vigor. This upsurge found its highest expre: 
sion in the international jabor congress held in 
the year 1889. The four hundred delegates as 
sembled at this convention resolved to fight, fir 
of all, for the eight-hour day. The delegate of th 
French trade unions, the worker Lavigne from 
Bordeaux, made a motion to give substance to 
this demand by a universal workers holiday in 
all countries. Since the delegate of the America 
workers called attention to the decision of his 
comrades in respect fo the first of May 1890, th 
convention designated this date for the interna- 
tional holiday. 

Actually, like the workers of Australia thirty 
years previous, in this case also the demonstra. 
tion was thought of as occurring but once. The 
convention resolved that the workers of all cou: 
tries would demonstrate together on the first of 
May 1890 for the demand of the eight-hour da, 
No one spoke of the repetition of the holiday ir 
the coming years. Of course, no one could fore 
see how well this proposal was to succeed and 
how quickly it came to be adopted by the worki: 
class. It was sufficient to celebrate May Day onc 
in the year 1890, in order that everyone under. 
stood at once and realized that the May Day 
celebration should become a permanent, yearly 
institution. . 

The First of May proclaims the slogan of the 
eight-hour day. But even after the attainment of 
this aim the May Day celebration will not be 
abolished. As long as the struggle of the worker 
against the bourgeoisie and against the govern- 
ment will last, as long as all demands are not 


DAT 


‘ylfilled, the May Day holiday will be the annual 
oxpression of these demands. But even when bet- 
‘er times shall dawn, and the working class will 


save achieved its emancipation in the entire 


Vieat Prices and May 5 


The May 1! edition of 
The Miittant, weekly 
publication of the Soc- 
falist Workers Party 
(SYP), runs an article 
describing “May 5 demon-~ 
strations against irfla- 
tion (this issue came 
out before the demcen~ 
atrations were held). 
sfrer describing all the 
support that had been 
received for the pro- 
tests, the article states 
that "Because the pro- 
tests have been built 

on short notice, and 
because this strugste ts 
new, the size of the 

May 5 actions will be 
modest.’ Modest, in- 
teed! If the demonstra- 
tion in Chicago is any 
kind of indicator, thts 
43 indeed an understate- 
ment. 

When a memher of the 
Revolutionary Norkers 
Group approached the 
Chicago Federal Building 
that what was about to 
happen was not a mass 
protest but a football 
scrimmace between two 
political organizations. 

Huddjled in front of 
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ORDER 
A GUARTER POUND 
2 OF GROUND ROWE, 
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the Tederal Butidine was 
a group of SWP members 
and supporters, while 
huddled a few yards away 


were members and support- 


ers of the Spartacist 
Leapue. Onr comrade pot 
the distinct impression 
that they were only wait- 
ing for the referee to 
put the ball down, Then 
he got the iftea that 
mayhe he was the referee 
(in which case they were 
really in trouble, because 
he had forgotten the 
ball.) However, finally 
the rally started. If 
the number of partici- 
pants topped 190 tt would 
surprise our reporter. 
The slogans evidenced at 
the rally were dominated 
by the reformist absurd- 
ities of the SWP, like 
"rnd Inflation Now." 
Inflation ts an intes- 
ral part of the capital- 
ist econoric system. The 
only way to "end infla- 
tion" is to end the cap- 
italist system, and the 
only way to do that is 
through a working class 
socialist revolution. To 
demand of the capitalist 


world, probably even then, in memory of the = 
battles fought and the sufferings endured, human- 
ity will celebrate the First of May. 


government that it "end 
inflation now" as if all 
Nixon had to do was wave 
a magic wand and inflation 
would disappear is noth~ 
ing but the purest decep- 
tion of the working class. 
The current Consumers 
movement which the SWP 
is attempting to huild is 
nothing but another in a 
long line of popular fronts 
(blocs between the work- 
ing class and a section 
of the capitalist class) 
which the SWP has built 
(NPAC, WONAAC, etc.). For 
instance, where did the 
Consumers Congress (which 
the SWP hailed as a mag- 
nificent step) hold the 
meeting which called the 
May 5 demonstrations? Tn 
a union hall? No, Ona 
college campus? No. In a 
public auditorium? No, 
they held it in the 1.5. 
House of Representatives 
Foreign Affairs Committee 
hearing room. (of course, 
capitalists have to eat 
too) As we stated above 
inflation can not be end- 
ed under capitalism. The 
working class must break 
with the capitalists ard 
struggle for socialism. 
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AND BACON! EWE 
ME TWO BEAUTIFUL 
STRIPS OF BACON 
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Continued from page 4 
through capitalism is to 
ereate the means of pro- 
“Quction. The task of the 
proletariat is to take 
control of the means of 
production through rev- 
olutionary struggle and 
to create a proletarian 
method of distribution. 
As long as the means of 
production are already 
created under capitalism 
tt does not matter what 
the bourgeotste looks 
like. The bourgeoiste 
may he Black, white, 
yellow or any other eols> 
or: in any case he must 
be smashed and a workers’ 
republic set up in its 
place. 

BUILD INDUSTRIAL UNIONS 
IN SOUTH AFRICA! 

BUILD A REVOLUTIONARY 
WORKERS PARTY OF SOUTH 
AFRICA! 

BUILD THE TINTPRNATIONAL 
PARTY OF REVOLUTIONARY 
WORKERS (FIFTH INTERNA- 
TIONAL)! 

FOR A SOCIALIST SOUTH 
AFRICA! 

FOR A SOCIALIST UNITED 
STATES OF AFRICA! 
FORWARD TO THE WORLDWIDE 
WORKERS' REPUBLIC! 
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Mm the question of Fascism. 


what Fascism really is. 


trist capitulation of Len 
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UR NEXT ISSUE 


The June issue of Workers’ Truth will contain the 
first part of a two part article on Watergate and 

Many soctalist oreanizations 
M are proclaiming that Watergate means the onset of 

H Fascism in the United States. This article will ex- 
plain not only the real meaning of Watergate, but also 


. Economy 


continued from page 18 
the laws of capitalism 
do not apply to the So- 


waet Economy. In the 


next few pages we will 
show that these asser- 
tions are fallacious | 
and deny the concrete” 
reality of economic 
life in the Soviet 
Union. 
TO BE CONTINUED 
NOTES 
(1) Socialist Workers 
Party Internal Bulletin, 
Vale LiiNO- Seofs 1° 
(2) Engels, Soctalism: 
Utopian and Setentifie, 
pp. 66-69, emphasis 
added 
(3) Ibid... note by Engels 
on pp. 66-67, emphasis 
in original 
(4) Marx, Capital, Vol. I, 
p. 627 
(5) Marx, Capital, Vol. 
ELE. Pe,.466 
(6) Thid., p. 436 
(7) from Cliff, Ruseta: 
A Marxist Analysis, 
p. 114, emphasis ts 
not ours 
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Also in the June issue we will begin a three part 

f serialization of The Roots of the Workers' Opposition 

® by Alexandra Kollontai in Archives of the Revolution. 
4 This is the first part of the 1921 pamphlet by Koolon- 
tai outlining the program of the Workers’ Onposition, 

s who we feel were the continuators of Marxism and Bol- 

“ shevism in the Russian Communist Party after the cen- 

in and Trotsky. 
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continued from page 30 
proletarian party and 
revolutionary workers’ 
organizations of its 
own-~is incapable of 
playing any influential 
role... 
Once a progressive . 
proletarian unit, the 
Russian Working Class 
has now been thrown al- 
‘most a decade back. (8) 
What all of these quotes 
point out is that during 
and after the "Civil War" 
the Russian proletartat 
was going through a pro- 
cess of depoliticization, 
¢.e. a loss of class con- 
sciousness. At the same 
time that this process 
was heing carried out a 
new bourgeoiste was dev- 
eloping in the countryside 
and in the commercial 
houses of the Black Mar- 
ket. 
To Be Continued 
NOTES 
(1) A Documentary History 
of Commmtism, Vol. I, 
ed. Daniels, pp. 221-222 
(2) Clase Struggle Leaque 
Piscuseton Bulletin, 
Vol. I, No. 20, p. 19 
(2) Trotsky, The Revolu- 
tion Retrayed, p. 56 
(4) CSL Piece. Bulletin, 
Thtd., p. 1%, emphasis 
in original 


| (5) Marx & Engels, The 
5 Communist Mmifesto, p. 26 
B(S) Neutscher, The Pro- 


vhet Armed, p. 521 


./7) Trotsky, Thid., pp. %9- 


an 


B(8) A Documentary History 


of Corminism, Vol. I, 
pp. 229-222 


The International Workers' 
Movement: A Short History 
will be continued in a 
future issue of Yorters' 
Teyth, Part three will 
take up the International 
Workingmen's Assoctation, 
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Fight for 


The world we live in is a world where 
reople. are divided into classes accord- 
ing to their role in production. The two 
najor classes in society are the capital- 
ist class and the working class. The cap- 
italists own the means of production (fac- 
tories, machines, etc.) but produce no- 
thing. The workers, on the other hand, 
receive only meager wages for the sale of 
-heir labor power to the capitalists. Al- 
nost all production in society is done by 
the workers. However, almost all the bene- 
fits from this production go to the cap- 
italists. The basis for production in 
this society is profit. The capitalists 
are not interested in having the workers 
produce things that people can use OF that 
people need. They are only interested in 
what makes them the biggest profit. Thus, 
while the capitalists get richer and rich- 
er, the workers are worse off than they 
were before. 

In order to increase profits the capi- 
talists resort to all sorts of techniques 
which most of us are familiar with: speed- 
up, wage cuts, unemployment, labor-saving 
machinery. While, for instance, labor-sa- 
ving machinery would be progressive in a 
society run by the workers, it does no- 
thing for them under capitalism. It is 
just another attack on the workers. 

Another feature of capitalist society is 
war. Every day there is a war going on 
somewhere in the world. This is due to the 
necessity of the capitalists to wage war 
in order to get ahead of capitalists in 
other countries. The working class has no 
interests in supporting these wars. What 
the workers want is peace. However, there 
can be no peace until the capitalists have 
been removed from power and this society 
replaced with one run by the workers in 
the interests of the toiling masses. 

To do this, it is not enough to elect 
people to Congress or as President. The 
government is nothing more than the ex- 
ecutive committee of the ruling class. 

It is the owners of the big corpora- 
tions who have the final say as to what 
goes on. It is necessary to organize 

our own workers' councils. These councils 
will be the class rule of the workers af- 
ter the revolutionary overthrow of capi- 
talism. When capitalism goes Congress 
will go with it. All the democracy sur- 
rounding the Congress is just a sham to 
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Socialism! 


keep us tied to this system. It is demo- 
cracy for the rich, for the capitalists. 
Our democracy will be real democracy, 
proletarian democracy, the democracy of 
the many. We do not simply want a workers’ 
government, we want a workers' republic. 

In order to throw out the capitalists 
and buil a workers’ republic and social- 
ism the working class needs a revolution- 
ary party. Such a party must be based on 
The Communist Manifesto, the first two 
Congresses of the Communist (Third) In- 
ternational, and the revolutionary work 
of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky and Lux- 
emburg. It must be a democratic-centralisi 
party. However, it is not enough to 
build such a party here in the United 
States. Capitalism is a world system. 
Even so-called "Communist" Russia and Chi 
na are capitalist (state capitalist). In 
order to wage a successful worldwide 
struggle against capitalism the workers 
must have an international party. it, 1s 
toward the construction of the Interna- 
tional Party of Revolutionary Workers 
(Fifth International) that the Revolution 
ary Workers Group and Workers’ Truth are 
dedicated. 

In 1917 the Russian workers seized power 
under the leadership of the Bolshevik Par 
and Lenin. However, the revolution was 
isolated and the Russian workers exhauste 
from the hard struggle in a backward coun 
try lost power when the Bolsheviks lost 
faith in the world proletariat in 1921. 
The four years of the revolutionary dic- 
tatorship still remain, however, as a bez 
con for workers throughout the world. 

Under capitalism the workers are nothi 
more than menials. We deserve a better 
life. We deserve socialism. However, et 
will not be handed to us on a platter. We 
must fight for it. For if we do not fight 
for socialism we will be handed barbarist 
Socialism or barbarism? 
Fight for Soctaltem: 


